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Relevant Docket Entries 


Proceedings 


Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. filed 


Order directing respondent, Secretary of 
Army to appear in Court on December 5, 
1969 at 10:00 a.m. to show cause. (N) 
Hart, J. 


Rule to show cause and copies issued; 
ser: A.G. 11-21-69 


Return and Answer of respondent to Rule 
to show cause; c/s 12/4/69. Government 
Exhibits 1 thru 5. filed 


Order to show cause heard and taken under 
advisement. (Rep: Rita Quick) Matthews, J. 


Memorandum discharging rule to show cause 
and dismissing petition. (Proposed findings 
of fact and conclusions of law and order to 
be presented)  (N) Matthews, J. 


Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and 
Order discharging rule to show cause, dis- 
missing petition and denying application for 
Stay of order pending appeal. (N) 

Matthews, J. 


Notice of Appeal by petitioner from order of 
Jan. 5, 1970. (Copy sent to U.S. Atty.) 
filed 


PETITION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
(Filed Nov. 20, 1969) 

Petitioner, Stanley Lawrence Gruca, alleges: 

1. Petitioner is a Private E2 in the United States Army, 
service number US 51845280/274 46 3408. He is being unlawfully 
restrained and detained by respondent, Secretary of the Army, 
because, as more particularly stated hereafter, (a) petitioner 
was inducted into the Army pursuant to an unlawful order of his 
Selective Service Board, and (b) the Department of the Army 
unlawfully denied his request to be discharged from the Army 
because of his conscientious objection, by reason of religious 
training and belief, to participation in war in any form. 


2. The Court has jurisdiction of this cause under 28 U.S. 


Code §§2241 et seq. by reason of the facts that the respondent is 


within the jurisdiction of the Court and no other United States 
District Court has habeas corpus jurisdiction in the premises. 
Petitioner was last stationed at the U. S. Army Field Artillery 
Center and Fort Sill, Fort Sill, Oklahoma. He was granted leave 
for the period from November 7, 1969, until December 3, 1969, with 
orders to report on the latter date to Fort Lewis, Washington, for 


transportation to Vietnam. Under Army Regulations (Circular No. 


680-1, paragraph 2), petitioner is now included in the category 
of reassigned transient personnel, the accountability for whom is 
assumed by Headquarters, Department of the Army. 

3. On November 10, 1969, petitioner filed a petition for a 
writ of habeas corpus in the United States District Court for the 
Western District of Oklahoma, naming as respondents the Commanding 
General of the U. S. Army Field Artillery Center and Fort Sill and 
the Secretary of the Army. The grounds alleged in that petition 
were the same as those alleged herein. On November 17, 1969, the 
District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma, dismissed the 
petition without determining the legality of petitioner's detention, 
on the ground that by reason of Circular No. 680-1 petitioner was 


no longer in custody in the Western District of Oklahoma. 
FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 


4. Petitioner was born on March 16, 1949, and..after he reached 


18 years of age duly registered with the Selective Service System 


and was assigned Selective Service No. 33-100-49-216 under Selective 
Service Local Board No. 100, Post Office Building, Ravenna, Ohio 


44266, having jurisdiction in Portage County, Ohio. 


5. In July 1968, petitioner filed with the Board Form §§150, 
requesting classification as a conscientious objector (Class I-0) 
opposed to both combatant and non-combatant service in the armed 
forces. The Board denied the application and classified him I-A. 
Petitioner duly appealed and was classified I-A by the State Appeal 
Board on November 6, 1968. On February 19, 1969, petitioner was 
ordered to report for induction on March 27, 1969. He reported, 
was found acceptable, was ordered to submit to induction, and 
did so. 


6. The induction order and the induction were unlawful and in 


violation of §6(j) of the Military Selective Service Act, as amended, 


50 App. U.S.C. §456(j), because the refusals to classify petitioner 
as a conscientious objector in Class I-0 had no basis in fact, and 
were arbitrary and based on misapplication of the statute and 


regulations. 


SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 


7. For his second cause of action the petitioner incorporates 
herein the allegations of Paragraphs 1 through 6 hereof, and says 


further as follows: 


8. After petitioner was inducted he was transported by the 
United States to Fort Campbell, Kentucky, and then to Fort Knox, 
Kentucky, where he underwent the Army's program of conditioning and 
training for military service. As a result of this experience and 
as a result of further deliberation upon and growth of his religious 
beliefs and his conscientious objection, his convictions against 
participation in war and service in the Army became stronger. Thus 
he became eligible for discharge from the Army as a conscientious 
objector under Army Regulation 635-20. 

9. On May 26, 1969, petitioner made application for separation 
and discharge from the United States Army as a conscientious objector 


pursuant to the said Army Regulation 635-20. 


10. On or about August 26, 1969, the Department of the Army 


disapproved petitioner's application for separation and discharge 
as a conscientious objector, but such disapproval had no basis in | 
fact and was based upon a misinterpretation and misapplication of 
the law, regulations and evidence, and was arbitrary, illegal and 
in violation of Army Regulation 635-20 and §6(j) of the Military 


Selective Service Act, as amended. 


1l. In order to preserve the jurisdiction of the Court, to 
minimize the unlawful deprivation of petitioner's liberty, and to 
permit him to consult with his attorneys and to participate in the 
prosecution of this case, it is necessary that petitioner not be 
required to report to Fort Lewis or to other military duty and that 
he not be transported to Vietnam pending disposition of this cause. 

12. Petitioner has exhausted all available and effective 
administrative remedies and has been denied release. Petitioner has 
no further adequate or speedy remedy except for a writ of habeas 


corpus. 


WHEREFORE, upon each cause of action, petitioner prays: 


A. That a writ of habeas corpus be issued, or, in the alterna- 
tive, that an order to show cause be issued directing respondent to 
show cause, if any he has, why petitioner should not be released 
from restraint and detention; 

B. That respondent be ordered not to require petitioner to 

‘report to Fort Lewis, Washington, or to any other military instal- 


lation or to military duty, pending the hearing and disposition of 


this perition; 


C. That the Court order respondent to separate and discharge 


petitioner from the United States Army -forthwith and. thereafter to 
“Cease and desist from all efforts to enforce any jurisdiction, 
custody, or control over the petitioner; and 


D.. For. such other relief as may be appropriate. 


ORDER 
(Filed Nov. 20,. 1969) 


This matter having come before the Court on petition for a 


writ of habeas corpus, it is by the Court this 20th day of November, ° 


ORDERED, that the respondent, Secretary of the Army, appear 
before the court in che United States Courthouse, Washington, D.C., 
“at the hour of 10:00 a.m. on the Sth day of Dec., 1969, to show 
Sa if any there be, why the petitioner, Stanley Lawrence Gruca, 


~*should not ‘be discharged and released from military service. 


s/ G. L. Hart, Jr. 


JUDGE 


“~ RETURN AND ANSWER TO RULE TO SHOW CAUSE 
fe ere, (Filed Dec. 4; 1969) x hs 


Ke 


Comes now the respondent, Stanley Resor, Serer of the 


fm Army, by his attorney, the United States accorney in and for 


the District of Columbia, and makes the following return and 
“answer, to the rule,to show cause issued herein: . 
eras Petitioner, Stanley L. Groce a privere in the United 
* States Amny, filed a petition “for a writ-of habeas. corpus on 


November. 20, 1969, in which he alleges that his detention in 


the Army = illegal in that he was invalidly inducted into the 


“army pursuant to an unlawful order of. his serect ive) service 
© Board; and that the Army unlawfully denied his application eee 
Reracharge by reason of conscientious objection. At the time this: 
z petition wes filed, petitioner had received orders to report to 
Fort Lewis, ‘Washington on December 3, 1969 for transfer to Viet 
“Name ‘Respondent represented to the Court’ on November: 20, 1969, | 
o that petitioner would not be transferred until the hearing on 
‘the rule to. show’ cause issued herein on November 20, 1969, was 
“held_on December 5, 1969. - , 


Qe Respondent admits acs petitioner is a member of the 


eee * Respondent respectfolly. advises the Cour that petitioner € 


"Selective Service Board Noe. “200, Ravenna; ohioy His “epplteacton. 


ahs 


“classified 14, available for either service. “Petitioner “eppeated 


* “ 


his TA classification was. affirmed. Petitioner : thereupon sub= 


> mitted to induct in. (See Governnent Exhibit 12) “ 


% 


a de “Petitioner received “his. basic training instruction at Fort ar 


+ 


“Knox; Kentucky. “On May 26; 1969, only two. oaths ‘after inductions: 


4a? 


he applied for: discharge from the Army : son a claim: “of conscientious 


objection ‘pursuant to Anny, Regulations 635-20 (hereafter AR 685-20) <1 


REE 


5 : in conscientious objector matters, Major Harold te “MeDonald at Fore’ 


with petitioner's application, and the Selective Service application 
for discharge were reviewed by the Army Conscientious Objector 
Review Board. On August 25, 1969, petitioner's application for 
discharge was denied based on a finding that it was "based on pro- 
fessed views against participation in war prior to induction which 
are not truly held." (See Government Exhibit 3 and 4.) 

5. Petitioner contends, without setting forth any factual 
basis therefore, that the action of the Selective Service in 
denying his exemption from service on a claim of conscientious 
objection had no basis in fact. Respondent respectfully submits 
that since petitioner has alleged no facts to support this bald 
conclusion, he has failed to sustain his burden of showing that 
his detention is illegal. In addition, respondent would note 
that the burden is on the selective service registrant to show 
that he is entitled to classification as a conscientious objector 


(Dickinson v- United States, 346 U.S. 390 (1953), and the scope 


of judicial review is exceedingly narrow. United States v. Wash- 


ington, 392 F. 2d 37 (6th Cir. 1968). 


The evidence upon which the court is to predicate 


its determination whether there is a basis in fact 

for the classification is that upon which the local 

board and appeal Board acted, viz., the facts 

appearing in the registrant's selective service file. 
United States v. Wider, 119 F. Supp. 676, 681 (E.D.N.Y. 1954). 
Since petitioner has alleged no facts upon which the Court may 
act, the contention has no merit. 

6. Furthermore, respondent respectfully submits that the 
allegation that the Selective Service Board had no basis in fact 
for denying petitioner's application for exemption as a con- 
scientious objector may not be raised at this time. 

Exemption from military service based on a claim of con- 


scientious objection is not a constitutional right, but is a 


matter of legislative grace. United States v. Jennison, 402 F. 2d 


51 (6th Cir. 1968), cert. denied, 89 S. Ct. 1024 (1969). Brown 


v. McNamara, 387 F. 2d 150 (3rd Cir. 1967), cert. denied, 390 
U.S. 1005 (1968); Richter v. United States, 181 F. 2d 591 (9th 
Cir. 1950); Clark v. United States, 236 F. 2d 13 (9th Cir. 1956), 
cert. denied, 352 U.S. 883 (1956). Petitioner, after failing to 
satisfy his burden of showing that he came within the exemption, 


submitted to induction in the United States Army. He could have, 


but chose not to challenge the Selective Service System's decision 
by way of a petition for a writ of habeas corpus immediately 
following induction, Orloff v. Willoughby, 345 U.S. 83 (1953); 
Cox v. Wedemeyer, 192 F. 2d 920 (9th Cir. 1951) or by refusing 
induction and submitting to prosecution under 50 U.S.C. App. 
Section 462, where a claim of invalid classification would be 
a valid defense. Witmer v. United States, 348 U.S. 375 (1955); 
Dickinson v. United States, supra. Since petitioner submitted 
to induction and served for two months before applying for 
discharge pursuant to Army regulations, it is respectfully 
submitted that he has waived the right to the very limited 
judicial review which would have been available at the time of 
his induction. In this connection, respondent would note that 
the courts have recognized that a claim of exemption from the 
armed forces based on conscientious objection must be timely 
made. United States v. Gearey, 368 F. 2d 144 (2nd Cir. 1966); 


379 F. 2d 915 (2nd Cir. 1967); Thompson v. United States, 380 


F. 2d 86 (10th Cir. 1967); United States v. Beaver, 309 F. 2d 


273 (4th Cir. 1962), cert. denied, 371 U.S. 951 (1963). Failure 


to assert the privilege of exemption constitutes a waiver of 


that privilege. Pickens v. Cox, 282 F. 2d 784 (10th Cir. 1960). 
Boyd v. Ubited States, 269 F. 2d 607 (9th Cir. 1959); United 
States v. Bonga, 201 F. Supp. 908 (D. Mich. 1962). Since 
petitioner was afforded all the procedural safeguards within the 
Selective Service System, his laches in raising the question of 
the legality of his classification until his application for 
discharge under Army Regulation 635-20 was denied, constitutes 
a waiver of the privilege. 

7. Petitioner contends, alternatively, that the Army had 
no basis in fact for denying his application for discharge pur- 
suant to AR 635-20. Again, he has alleged no facts to support 
this bald conclusion. 

8. Respondent respectfully submits that the determination by 
the Army denying petitioner's application for discharge is final 
and binding unless there was no basis in fact for the decision. 
Hammond v. Lenfest, 398 F. 2d 705 (2d Cir. 1968). This very 
marrow scope of review is the same as that employed in reviewing 
the Selective Service Board's classification under 50 U.S.C. 


App. 456 (j). Estep v. United States, 327 U.S. 114 (1945); 


Witmer v. United States, 348 U.S. 375 (1954). The Court should 


not look for substantial evidence to support the denial. Dickinson 


ve United States, 346 U.S. 389 (1953). 

9. The denial of Gruca's application was based on Department 
of Defense Directive 1300.6 (DOD 1300.6) (see Government Exhibit 5) 
and AR 635-20. The Army found that Gruca's professed conscientious 
objection became fixed prior to induction, and could not be con- 
sidered under AR 635-20, para. 3. In addition, the Board found that 
Gruca's alleged conscientious objection was not sincerely held. 

10. As to the first basis for denial, the record reflects that 
Gruca claimed that he was a conscientious objector prior to induc- 
tion. His Selective Service file reflects that he registered with 
Local Board No. 100, Portage County, Ravenna, Ohio on April 14, 
1967. He did not claim to be a conscientious objector. On May 17, 
1967, he was classified I S H. On March 16, 1968, Gruca completed 
a current data questionnaire, and again failed to assert any claim 
to exemption by reason of conscientious objection. In April, 1968, 
Gruca was ordered to report for a physical examination on May 13, 
1968, at which time he was found acceptable for induction. He was 
notified of this fact on May 20, 1968. On June 20, 1968, Gruca 


requested that he be supplied with Selective Service Form 150, which 


is the application for exemption by reason of conscientious Sb ieccions 
At that time Gruca reported that he had not earlier reqcesteé Gack a 
classification "hecause I was thinking about this." : 
Gruca completed the Form 150 on July 3, 1968. He described 
the nature of his beliefs as follows: : 
The Soprens Being said that all people was 


' to be created equal and to love thy. 
neighbor. That is my belief. 


He stated that he received the training and acquired the belief 


forming the basis of his claim fra his parents and neighbor, | 

and exhibited his beliefs in refusing to argue with his co-workers. 
He also asserted that he was not a member of a religious eioe 
organization. 

Gruca appeared before the Local Board on September 10, 1968, 
and on September 11, 1968, he was classified IA. He appealed the 
denial of his application by letter dated October 6, 1968, and the 
decision of the Local Board was affirmed by the Appeal Board on 
November 6, 1968. Thereupon, on February 19, 1969, he was ordered 
to report for induction on March 27, 1969. 


11. In comparing the basic claims made to the Selective Service 


and the Army, it is clear that they are identical. Gruca asserted 
his belief before Selective Service as follows: 

The Supreme Being said that all people was to be 

created equal and to love thy neighbor. That is 

my belief. 
In his application under AR 635-20 he stated: 

I believe in a Supreme Being. It stated in the 

Bible that all men are created equal. Thy [sic] 

shall not kill. It is not right to kill anybody 

regard [sic] of race, creed, or color. 
In both applications, he stated that this belief came from his 
mother. Therefore,’ pursuant to AR 635-20, para. 3, since Gruca's 
alleged conscientious objection existed, and was claimed, prior 


to induction, his application was properly rejected. 


11. The Army Board also found that petitioner's asserted 


conscientious objection was not sincerely held. Since "[t]he 


ultimate question in ‘conscientious objector cases is the sin- 
cerity of the registrant in objecting on religious grounds, to 

’ participation in war in any form," (Witmer v. United States, 348 
U.S. 375, 381 (1955), the finding of insincerity is crucial to the 


Army's deniat of Gruca's application. 


BES PGA RMR ie TOOT Te Mea oe 


12. This factual finding was based on interviews conducted 


with Gruca by Major McDonald, Chaplain Harano, and the psychia- 
trist Captain Crane. The record of those interviews reflects 

that Captain Crane after finding no mental disorder had "con- 
siderable difficulty accepting the validity of his [Gruca's] 
remarks." Likewise, Chaplain Harano stated "It is evident that 

his religious background does not offer him good credentials 

for basing his application upon religious training." Major 
McDonald also noted the paucity of religious training and commented 
adversely on Gruca's demeanor at the interview. Gruca's own 
description of his religious training and belief consisted in a 
belief in God, and the observation that it is not right to kill. 

He stated he received this training from his mother, who is also 
the person upon whom he relies for religious guidance. Although 

he stated in his application that he relied on biblical teachings, 
both the Chaplain and Major McDonald found that he lacked religious 
training. He claimed no church membership, and, in fact, had not 
attended any church for as long as he could remember. 

As the Supreme Court noted in United States v. Seeger, 380 U.S. 185 


(1965) 


But we hasten to emphasize that while the "truth" 

of a belief is not open to question, there remains 
the significant question whether it is "truly 
held." This is the threshold question of sincerity, 
which must be resolved in every case. It is, of 
course, a question of fact--a prime consideration 
to the validity of every claim for exemption as a 
conscientious objector. 


380 U.S. 163, 185. 

Here, that threshold question has been decided adversely to peti- 
tioner. It is respectfully submitted that this factual finding, 
relying on those who personally interviewed petitioner as well as 


the application and opinion by the Selective Service, has a basis 


in fact on the record. Consequently, the denial of the discharge 


application was invalid. 
13. Attached hereto and made a part hereof are the following 
exhibits: 
Government Exhibit Description 
Petitioner's Selective Service 
File 

AR 635-20 
Petitioner's Army file relating 


to his application for discharge 
under AR 635-20 


A.report of interview with 

Major McDonald (This was in- 
advertently omitted from the 
certified copy of Exhibit 3) 


5. DOD 1300.6 
WHEREFORE, respondent prays that the rule to show cause be dis- 


charged and the petition dismissed. 


EXCERPTS FROM GOVT. EX. 1, APPELLANT'S SELECTIVE SERVICE FILE 


(Contents rearranged in chronological order.) 
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SELECTIVE SERVICE Sera fer — spovoved = : Pe 


-- CLASSIFICATION QUESTIONNAIRE 


[7 DATE QUESTIONNAIRE RETURNED 7] = 2 


Fiz, Post Office Bidz 
pvenna, Ohio 44266 | 


COMPLETE AND RETURN SEFGAS ADR SED 


WS mowvnebosemee: 


2. Selective Service No. 


LAVRENCE 33 || 200 | 49 | Zt 


INSTRUCTIONS a 


}; The law requires you to fill out and return this questionnaire on or before the date shown to the right above in order ; S fant: 
your local board will have information to enable it to classify you. A notice of your classification will be mailed to. , ~~: 
» When the questions in any serics do not apply, enter “NONE” or “DOES NOT APPLY.” ; 


. The law also requires you to notify your local board in writing, within ten days after it occurs, of (1) every change ° tok 
your address, physical condition and occupational, marital, family, dependency and military status, and (2) any - 


er fact which might change your classification. 
M easels: Me soa | 


‘Fill out with typewriter or print in ink, except signatures, - 
STATEMENTS O¥ TEE REGISTRANT 
Confidential as Prescribed in the Sclective Service Regulations 
Series L—IDENTiIFICATION 

Name 2. Date of birth 
PROC A STRALEFK A ROREN CE - ; 

(hase) TR Mie GE AB oR ee MARoH 16 1949 

__| 4 Place of birth 
Ew eis 
(¢) Height (2) Weight 6. Citizen or subject of (country) 

BR to RE. Gia" | 7 TLZEA 

if naturalized citizen, give date, place, court of jurisdiction and naturalization number : 

i? Poe “po APP 
Current mailing address = ; 
TJ CARLELING Rd. DiAmew a... _-LELTACE  CHIO pasa | 
(Number and street or R.P.D. route) ‘City, town, or village) (County) (State (Zip code’ 
2 elephone No. (If none, enter “None”) 10. Social Security No. (If none, enter “None”) 
35 7-12398 2IYHYbo- BY OZ | 

fName and address of person other than a member of my houschold who will always know my address aes 
DR MEISE TASS TT aR EU a LADO DOWD ccs 

‘ ‘Name : Address 


200 (Revised 9-22-6+) Supplies of previous printings shall be used until exhausted. ' 


an 


tec ae Ae Re EES AMT i RMLAL SC RR 


= “Series 1L_MILITARY RECORD 
(Use Page 6, if necessary) 


ity you are.now on or have = Soe from active military service enter: (a) Armed Force befis a0. a 
BYE Service NUMVET coaseccorsesescercceesecccenacunseneesneneereceereneeeqeseeseees (6) Date of entry .. i ecamceeneecletodede ae 
(ay: Date of separation srecgeccssesseqetereress= aay -(@) Character of service . ; 
ey (A: Type of transfer er discharge. BLTITABAS IIIT MT: 
* 2 Tf you are now a meniber of a Reserve coraponent (inelu ing the Nation 


3 program, the Armed Force, date of Sate and : any identifyia:; sumber .. 


meceecncccnscennnevesceeecooecoosons, 


. Series ULES LEN eee STATUS AND RIS 
"Wee Page’ 6, if necessary) 


( (eae been (0 am a widower; Se aro msi 
(0), ie (check one xt appicabio) = “0 DO o DORNC Flare ett may wai @snt not bet accressie 


(¢), ‘We WETE MAITICE At raven anvenenactennernsteneeneneeen oa : 
i: (Place) Dan) 


children under:18 ae of whom .............. live with me in home. - 
years ce (Number) ae 


OF srs ce soca aed io Goa tas oe 
“The solowingis other feces are. way or partially ea upon me for t support: 


a Series IV-—REGISTRANT’S FAMILY 
. (se Page 6, if necessary) 
“List below all the living members of your immediate family who are 14 years of a age or over (except shoes show: 
eee ut) SE your father, mother, brothers, ee See, and mother-in-law. 


Series V.—OCCUPATION 
Wise Page 6, if necessary) 
If Engaged in Agriculture, Also Fill in Series VI 


1 iT am now employed as a (Give full title, for example: construction draftsman, ‘turret lathe operator, stationary " 
E’ engineer, farm laborer, physics Sere policeman, marriage-license clerk, etc., if unemployed, so state.) aS 
EMOLCYED sre, TN Sc peon 3 

Y a do the following kind of work ae a brief statement of your duties. Be specific.) re 


_ (Name of organization or proprietor, not foreman or supervisor, Enter “*Self"* if self-employed.) ek 


(Address of place of ezxploymcat—Strect, or BPD. Route, City, and State) 
(Nature of business, service rendered, of chief product) 
‘e Thave been empl m t em since 
roe ployed by: Y present employer aaa ae 


= (b) Parma paidian chetcareiolige eee 0 Per Hour OO Day O. Week Se 
(6) -T.work an average of —........--------. hours per week. 
B. Other business or work in which I am now engaged is 


ago 


(Nature of business, if none, enter “NONB™) 


: " Other occupational qualifications, including hobbies, I possess are 


3: — 


Pcs ora described in items 1 and 2, this series, is 


. I speak fluently the following foreign languages or dialects 
2 przead and write well the following forcign languages or dialects 


Series VI—AGRICULTURAL OCCUPATION 
"(Use Page 6, if necessary) 


Et ore been engaged continuously in farmwork since Stree ace pobuy ee 


(Month and year) 
I am (check appropriate box): [J Sole owner-opcrator of afarm [[] Joint owner-operator with another [7] Hired” 
manager ([] Cash tenant or renter [] Standing rent tenant iSisre-opper ( Share tenant (] Wage hand 
*“(bired man) [] Unpaid family worker. 
B.-1 (check onc}: [JAM [])AMNOT personally responsible ee the operation of the farm where I work. 
: BE Cae SEC ECCS 


‘Acres Devoted to Fach j Kinds of Livestock - Number of Each Now on Farm. 
6. Principal products marketed during the last 2 years 


7 (REE OC oe 
B. Other farm experience 


=: : (Name of sect or denomination) : wmnag (Moat), (Day) (Year). oss 
vand (check one) : -O HAVE (] HAVE NOT been formally ordained. i <oe Dai ti oe 


,, (Name and address of theological oc divinity school) 


sn nenenaeenerecenecorreecvereensveneniemnennemneee WNGEF the direction Of -ecscccsseciceeeeeee- 
af (Name of church of oc ¢ geligious a 


3s am a FZ stadent preparing. for the ministry, under the aerceson of cussuseessnsseensensevenonsseeorecesean 
t (Name of church or relizious organization) ae Stay 


3 "a full-time course of instruction at the senioererenesrenesmeneneteee ceaeeeeenene ncercemmerecenronterttecetetrcoreraren 
pursuing os (Name and address of school) OS cart 


(Name and: addraw of thealogiel oc diviaky echoot) 


; .Series Vill_CONSCEENTIOUS GEEciOs d 
= -@o NoT SIGN THIS SERIES UNLESS YOU CLAIM TO BE A CONSCIENTIOUS OBSECTOR) 


: ee a conscientious objector by reason of my religious training and belief and therefore request he: local 
oan to furnish me a ae Form for Conscientious Objector (SSS Form 150). . eS 


Series IX —EDUCATION 
: : (Use Page 6, if mecemary) bers 
6: T have completed ....$_... years of Grade School, ... years of Junior sea Soe High ; 


School, years of Trade or Business School. I (check one): [] DID [DID NOT graduate from High } ‘. 
School.”” : = 
*(b) I ama full-time student.at 0.0... OU SHE AST AGH. oo oe : 


and expect to graduate on BUNES5567 


* ate) * 
(c) In Trade or Business School T pursued courses in ....--aeeoee — 
a) I have completed —......... years of College, majoring in..... 


gat. ee 


“(Name and address of | institution) 
and (check one): [] HAVE (0 HAVE Oe 
b) T have received the following aw 


Se ian full-time student at 


(Date) . 


. “and expect to receive a degree on Roe aacunananeeree — 


eae Series X—STATEMENT OF ALIEN 
was ndmnivted 05 the United States for ‘(check one) :" [] PERMANENT RESIDENCE [] TEMPORARY RESI- 


“DENCE on’ 
(Date of entry) 


“My Alica Regisration Number iso : ; 
If you have not been admitted to the United States for permanent reidcace, cater on page 6a supplemental sate: 
ment sctting out the date you first entered the United States, with the dates of each subsequent departure and reentry’ 
when applicable. Attach Se OES in your possession verifying your claimed alien status.” 


cenceegeeeenye one ee OSE TTT 


- 


Series XL—PHYSICAL CONDITION 


(Use Page 6, if necessary) 


“(e) WCC pamcereedicccacesenevecevesoupeconsenensesssenmunssnseeneseemneegse a 
: oo you have any an or mental condition Ran ‘in a your opinion, will disqualify you for service in the Armed 
‘oxced, ‘tate-the condition and attach a physician’s statement, 


aeecenecsnancesenceonsenescesbTPPRannaagestsebdecthebenenesnensne ow) = badd bdecsddececdeesensicabeasdedbsoessssoossssitesassensasseecbsesiesbessssess: 


If you have cver ‘been an inmate or a patient ia.a mental or tuberculosis hospital or eo give the name nd: 
‘address of cach hospital or mans and the period ospits lization. 


ehpeeen wets 


a a ee . 


erseoee: 


; ss XIL—COURT RECORD 
& se : Zl 3 (Use Page 6, if necessary) . ‘ 

1. I:(check one): -[] HAVE wt {AVE NOT been convicted or adjudicated of a criminal offense or oes other a 

“than minor traffic violations. (If “HAVE” box is checked, complete this series.) 


“1 Date of Convii c jCoure ’ 


2.1 (check one): [] AM . “AM ‘NOT now being retained in the custody of a court of criminal “l jurbdiction, or 
“other civil authority. Specify ~. Pecceaenaeteaeastonecsnseessemeeserton 


(Awaiting ial, ‘on "probation, on parole, ete. ete. 2 

Bi Saree Se ries XIIL.—SOLE SURVIVING SON © Bare tte 
=m. aT. (check one) : aM AM NOT the sole surviving son of a family of which ‘the father or one or ‘more ’ 
"sons or daughters were killed in action or dicd in line of duty while serving in the Armed Forces of the United States or. 
-subsequently diced as a result of injuries received or disease incurred during such service. 


REGISTRANT'S CERTIFICATE - 


5 INSTRUCTIONS. —You are required to make the registrant’s certificate. . If you cannot read, the ene oars 
your. answers shall be read to you by the person who assists you in completing this questionnaire. If you are unable to 


_Sign your name, you shall make your mark in the space provided for your signature in the presence of a ‘Person who 
sign as witness. 


-,  NOTICE.—Imprisonment for 1 not more than 5 ycars or a fine of not more than $10,000, or both such fine and 
_ imprisonment, is provided by law as‘a penalty for knowingly making or being a party to the making of any false state- 
;ment or certificate regarding or bearing upon 2 classification. (Universal Military Training and Service Act, as amended.) 


<I Cerny that I am the registrant named and described in the foregoing statements in this‘questionnaire; that I 3 
have read (or have had read’ to me) the statements made by and about me, and.that each and every such statement is 3 
true and complete to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. . 


Due OLA 1ST stanhews LP a ee 


(Signature or mark of registrant) 


(Signature of person who has assisted) : 
(Number and Street or R.F.D. Route) 


‘Guawe) 


Vote 
are and ‘Appeal Board and on Appeal to the President Yes] No 


S33 FORM 223 MAILED REGISTRANT . MAY 1 9 1966 


150 receives © 


150 remailed to registrant for comiletion 


The met ant apveared before the local hoar 


according to regulations. The board wished to determine the regi trant's 
reczest for 2 Conscientiovs Objector classi ficstia thorosts = 
reason tor recuest, apparently stemmed from a conversation with h 

stating thet all violence was wrong ezsinst eve thine, +his 
Versation berey held aporoximately = hear to a year and a bhif a zd. T e 
revistreant nor his family attend chrxch “have no re mo ofen35 
except a roman Catholic background of the Parents. The registrant eizher 
coulde not or woule not express his views to any depree The ho 


tran asmittay to the Anr 
2ssified l=) by Avpea} 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM E Abprovat not required 
MINUTES OF ACTION—CONTINUATION SH a 


| NAME OF RCOGISTRANT OR STANODY RESERVIST or, 


GROCA, Stanley Lawrence 


SS OR oR ot 


aa 
_ Vato 


Miitives of Actions 


a 


“4218-49 | Fite fortsrded to Ohio $ ve Service Hdos. for review. 
LR Z5=8) TLLG TeWPrKes WITH avenorize SENS TS COMLINUS DroceSssinig. 
2-23-59 {SSS Form llu mailed ae nnd LLL to Mother 


Mrs. Grue! 
1g 959 SSS FORM 127 MAILED. mi . 4 


SSE FORM Lop povzto RcAisTRANT HAR 27 189 


Von 


’ 
Ca Loat Cope 


Letters of permission from resi strant for mother to obta 
copy of regis trant's letter +o the board of May or June 255: 
nd 0. 6. 1968 Mother obtained copy. 


GeO Letter of permission from registrant for _ fon Aaeeney to ae 
~ copy of transcribe a any part of it. a 


Atty Raloh Rudd taped entire contents of file. 


ee ntti Budd calles xequesting dete of issuance & dite form Z 
= ' |was to have been revurned. t be 


aeeewenn| wrenewe © 


11-22-69 Yasor Thomas, Headquarters, called. and requested that | 
registrane's file be for ewarded sO Ue 7S. Rttoriigg, Uctaheas EAT TT 
City. Okle. 73102 Att: James Peterson 


PLU Tpit CER ole ULE U SUES SEES MOLSON ae 
13-21,-69 | Letter from registrant re. 


Assistant U.S. Attorney, Washington. D.C. 


11-24-69 |"File to Ohio State Seitctive Servicé Hdgs. | 


; To} be used to provide additional paces of ‘the Standby Reserve Questio 
tion Questionnaire (SSS Bore rary when mote fie st Street, fie 
~~ $85 Fors 59 Cater - 


Ea i ceo ae ee 


RAEN = ee Aporcv:! 
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM, oP ie, 


Net Requires 
ROSAPTEMA Aim eosesy 
APECRAANEE AXE APPEAL 


Crane 
rie ets nt A 
2nd Tre.. Past Office Bike 
Barina, Thia Jacke 


(Local Board Stamp) 


Date of mailing 


‘Stanley L. Gruca 


Enclosed is your Notice of Classification (SSS Form 110). 
Your sight to ask for a personal appearance or an appeal 

nin.3Qdays is prescribed on the reverse side of that 
Notice of Classificatica. 


Each local board has available a Government Appeal Agent 
to ai¢ you with a personal appearance, an appeal, or any other 
procedural zight. The Appeal Agent or his representative will 
give you legal counsel oa Selective Service matters only at no 
charge. ; ; 


if you skould desire a mecting with him, this office will 
arrange a time and place for such meeting upon request. 


(Member or Clerk of Local Board) 


ng // 
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM Form Apsfowed. 
} e SA ATTANNG EYEETOT * Budget Bureau Now33-R178,10. 
CURRENT INFORMATION QUESTIONNAIRE ears — 
CEE pagal Board Ne 
} ¢ 2m F . art Gt 
SS aes Office Blég so eR LY 
Perennials 


Dato of hiciling MAR 
COMPLETE AND RETURIS DzFCRE 
The law requires you to fill out and return this questionnaire on or before the date shown to the right above in order that your 
local board will have current information to enable it to classify you. When the questions in any series do not apply, enter “DOES 


~ NOT APPLY”, or “NONE”. You may attach any additional information you believe should be brought to the attention of the 
ty local board. After completing the statements be sure to date the form and sign your name. FILL OUT WITH TYPEWRITER, 


, OR PRINT IN INK. == mM : “) = “ 
3 VAN AS i ere ACOA 


(Member or Clesic of Local Board) 
STATEMENTS OF Tait RISISTRANT 
CONFIDENTIAL AS PRESCRISED IN Tee SELECTIVE SERVICE REGULATIONS 
Seris LMAILNG ADSRESS 


and address(es) of persons(s) other than a member of your household who will always know your ad- - 
MR one TREK ETT : 
fy_if 


‘% : ia 5 es 
| 3. My telephone number (home or business) a es See ne 5 


Ssntes IL—-MARITAL STATUS AND DE7ENDENTS,, 
1. (@) I (Check one) DJ HAVE NEVER BEEN MARRIED ( AM A WIDOWER 
5 1 AM MARRIED (1 AM DIVORCED 


: (6) I (Check one) (J a HPO NE live, with wl yee i Bet her address is 
(¢) We were married at : on 55 
b. (a) I have the following children under 18 ycars of Te Who live with me in my home: . agel 
Name__D225 us7T FF Lv Age a es 
Name Age Name Age 
# (6) If you have no child other than an unborn child, attach a statement from a physician showing the basis 


” for his diagnosis of pregnancy and the expected date of birth. 
13. I (Check one) [] DO [J DO NOT have dependents other than those listed above. 


Szaics LiieMILITARY RECORD ze 
' sa fiFk- 
1. If you are now on or have been separated from active military service enter (a) Armed Foree_f DJ & 
(6) Service number (c) Date of entry : 
R (d) Date of separation (e) Type of separation 


4) . . e ~ . 
2. If you are now a member of. a reserve componcat (incluctings the National Guard) give (4) Name and acedreas 


wy wy fr See t 


of unit a a ag aN re i fe Seg ee rE 


fy (6) Service number (c) Date of cnlisunent, transfer, or appointment 


- ae nt — ania, a member of 2 SEES oe Asgining Corps or any other officer procurement program 
escribe fully = es A = . 


FORM NO. 127 (Revised 10-15-65 (CONTINUED ON REVERSE SIDE) 
i printings may be used) . ¥ 


PART i oS 


‘ Sorts Sins Wi ?RSSENT OCCUPATION 


Tam now employed asa (give full title: for example, bricklayer, farmer, teacher, auto mechanic, steel worxer. 
Tf not employed, so state) LSI 
> 
T do the following kind of work, (Give a brief statement of your duties. Be specific) — 7a cal (clea 
aires es 
aS : 


SNS ha tere EE ca aioe 
~ 


My employer is GE CRE < ; 
(Name of organization or pruptietor, not 1 kveman oF ‘Dupetvient, cuter seit rit Ceunplayend) 


pete tah 
Dao Ae SAO ae eae Ne SINE PL 
(Address of place of employment--Street, or KF, Koute, City, and State) 


SA 23? as DS eye OT fa ‘4 2? = 


S suet ¥ = — 


tne ee ne a ec le 


whose business is 
(Nature of business, service rendered, or chief product) 


2 ) . 
4.'I have been employed by my present employer since & 2, 194 & 


(Month and year) 


p 5. Other occupational qualifications, including hobbies, I possess ar mIohw Apis 


) 6.'I speak fluently the following forcign languages or dialects SN EEE 
7.'I read and write well the following foreign languages or Ginloces 20 AAV RCIA EL nn ECS 


T. Grade or year completed Elemenary and High She [Cates [Pon Grate | 

pe ea el ron pe ope EER La LSPS TE rT] 

i: (Exclude tredeci. business school tha rans Li [2] 3| [3 [415] 
2. (a) I have completed SL yéars of college, majoring in ___ ALL IEE 


0 anda(cheexjone) oO. HAVE (J HAVE NOT 
(Name and address of insutuuon) 
received a degree. 


(6) I have received the degree(s) of NGA, E. 
3.. (a). am a full-time student in, (check one) a High. School « (J College [J Business School . 
(0 Trade School iz a 
(Name and address of institution) 


majoring in reparing for : 
I s} Prep: s (Occupation or profession) 
and expect to (check one) [] receive a degree [7] finish course on eas 
ate, 


(d) I will be a full-time student next semester at AZ ONE 2 
sacs Vi—COuRT KlCORD 
i 1, If you have been convicted or adjudicated of a crime or crimes other than minor traffic violations complete this 
series. If none enter “NONE.” 


Offense (other than minor 
trafic violations) 


2.1 (Check one) QAM ’ ‘AM NOT now being retained in the custody of a a court of criminal jurisdiction, 
or other civil authority. Specify 


(Awaiting t trial, on parole, etc.) 


f-« Scaizs Vil—PHYSICAL CONDITION — 
1, If you were ever rejected for service in the Armed Forces state (@) when — 4 NC ZL Y 
(b) where 
2. If you have any physical or mental condition which, in your opinion, will disqualify you for service in the 


» Armed Forces, state the condition and attach a_ph Sy statement if not previously submitted. 
A: Z u, : 


y 3: If you have ever been an inmate or a patient in a mental or tuberculosis hospital or institution, give the name 


Paci pect ere FAV 


Szaics VIIL—SOLE SURVIVING SON 
M (Check one) [] AM o/ AM NOT the sole surviving son of a family of which the father or one or more sons 
| oz daughters were killed in action or died in line of duty while serving in the Armed Forces of the United States 
! oz subsequently diced as a result of injuries received or digcase incurred during such service. 


a) laa a . ; 
GA LOT ies Sy. 3: 
(Date) - (Registrant's signature) 


Novtice.—Imprisonment for not more than 5 ycars or a fine of not more than $10,000, or both such fine and imprisonment, is pro- 
.vided by law-as a penalty for knowingly making or being a party to the making of any false statement or Certificate regarding or, 
cane upon a eon x 


U.G, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1068 OF — 701-808 


Mike Sse racer ese 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM “Approval Not Required. 
; ORDER TO REPORT FOR 
ARMED FORCES PHYSICAL EXAMINATION 


Loeal Board No. 100 
Portage County 

Ond Fir. Host Office Biers 
Ravenna. Onio 44266 


(Locat Boarp StamP) 


SELECTIVE SERVICE NO. 


33 ||100 | 49 || 216 


You are-hereby directed to present yourself for Armed Forces Physical Examination by reporting 
ie Local Borrd No. 100 
Portage Comnty : 


=— [tee ae as See te 2nd Fle int Of ficeBla,——__-_. 
(Bisceiot reporting avenna, Ono 44266 


at: 


WAY 1 3 1968 
at —.5330.A.¢,- 


(Date) (Hour) 


NO PaR<ING FACILITIES AVAILABLE 


clerk of Local Board) 


IMPORTANT NOTICE 


(Read Each Paragraph Carefully) 
TO ALL REGISTRANTS: 


When you report pursuant to this order you will be forwarded to an Armed Forces Examining Station where it will be 
determined whether you are qualified for military service under current standards. Upon completion of your examination, 
you will be returned to the place of reporting designated above. It is possible that you may be retained at the Examining, 
Station for more than i day for the purpose of further testing or for medical consultation. You will be furnished trans- 
portation, and meals and lodging when nescsarrs from the place of reporting designated above to the Examining Station 
and return. Following your examination your local board will mail you a statement issued by the commanding officer of 
the station showing whether, you are qualified for military service under current standards. 


If you are employed, you should inform your employer of this order and that the examination is merely to determine 
whether you are qualified for military service. To protect your right to return to your job, you must report for work as 
soon as possible after the completion of your examination. You may jeopardize your reemployment rights if you do not 


report for work at the beginning of your next regularly scheduled working period after you have returned to your place 
of employment. 


IF YOU HAVE HAD PREVIOUS MILITARY SERVICE, OR ARE NOW A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL 
GUARD OR A RESERVE COMPONENT OF THE ARMED FORCES, BRING EVIDENCE WITH YOU.: IF YOU 
WEAR GLASSES, BRING THEM. IF MARRIED, BRING PROOF OF YOUR MARRIAGE. IF YOU HAVE ANY 
PHYSICAL OR MENTAL CONDITION WHICH, IN YOUR OPINION, MAY DISQUALIFY YOU FOR SERVICE IN 


THE ARMED FORCES, BRING A PHYSICIAN'S CERTIFICATE DESCRIBING THAT CONDITION, IF NOT 
ALREADY FURNISHED TO YOUR LOCAL BOARD. 


If you are so far from your own Local Board that reporting in compliance with this Order will be a oe and you 
desire to report to the Local Board in the arca in which you are now located, take this Order and go immediately to that 
Local Board and make written request for transfer for examination. 


TO CLASS I-A AND I-A-O REGISTRANTS: 


_ . If you fail to report for examination as directed, you may be declared delinquent and ordered to report for induction 
into the Armed Forces. You will also be subject to fine and imprisonment under the provisions of the Universal Military 
Training and Service Act, as amended. : 


TO CLASS I-O REGISTRANTS: 


This examination is given for the purpose of determining whether you are qualified for military service. If you are 
found qualified, you will be available, in lieu of induction, to be ordered to perform civilian work contributing to the mainte- 
nance of the national health, safety or interest. If you fai] to report for or to submit to this examination, you will be 


subject to be ordered to perform civilian work in the same manner as if you had taken the examination and pad been found 
qualified for military service. DB) 


ar 


U5, GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: ttH5 —-O-704-086 


mY ia Ty 


STATEMENT OF ACCEPTASILITY 


7 NAME* FIRST NAME-MIOOLE NAME PRESENT HOME ADDRESS 


AGRUCA STANLE 9731 Cableline Rd. 
ELECTIVE SERVICE NUMBER 

i | 
33. 100 49!2°6 | LB 100':Ravenna,o. : 


THE QUALIFICATIONS OF THE ABOVE- NAMED REGISTRANT HAVE BEEN CONSIDERED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CURRENT REGU- 
LATIONS GOVERNING ACCEPTANCE OF SELECTIVE SERVICE REGISTRANTS AND HE WAS THIS DATE: 


Bax FOUND FULLY ACCEPTABLE FOR INDUCTION INTO THE ARMED FORCES. 
CO. 2. FOUND NOT ACCEPTABLE FOR INDUCTION UNDER CURRENT STANDARDS. 


TYPEO OR STAMPED NAME AND GRADE OF 
JOINT EXAMINING AND INDUCTION STATION 


COMMANOER C.¢ 
We BROOKS 
LT. usy 


LOCAL BOARD COPY i 


= 


June 20, 


Please send me Selective Service Form 150 for 
Conscientious objectors. 


s/ Stanley L. Gruca 
Cableline Rd. R.D. #1, 
Diamond, Ohio 44412 


[Stamped] 


Local Board No. 100 
Portage County 


JUN 21 1968 


Ravenna, Ohio 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 


r a 


Local Boara No. Wo 

Portae County 

2nd Fir. Post Office Bldy ° 
fe Raven NALoAh iwoard SEE) 


July 2 2 2963 “ IN REPLY, REFER To 


Stanlcy L. Gruca 

Cabloline Road 

Disnond, Cuio 44422 

Dear Sirs 
Enclosod is SSS form 150, ploaso complote and sign tho 

Registrant's Cortificate on page 4 and roturn sane to our office. 


BY DIRECTION CP THE BOARD 


TN acy 


Norilyn Nealo a: : 
Clorical Ass* 


Saar pane 
/* 
Form approved. 
Budget ureau No, 3-R15,7. 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEYV!' foarc No. ab») 


SPECIAL FORM FOR CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR, 5 1056 


: = THIS FORMtMUST PS +-RETURNED 
cal Boare No. 200 ( GNOW BEFORD 
o Se OES A 
tective Service SYS 
ree cfico Bldg 


- Date of mailing or issue .. une..22,..1968. 
Gacal Board Stamp) : Date reecived back at local board 


Name of Kegistrant | 2. Selective Service No. 


i ij i 
33, 100) 49) 216! 


(Co 


umber and street or R.F.D, route) 


a INSTRUCTIONS 


| A registrant who claims to be a conscientious objector snall offer information in substantiation of his claim on 

& special form, which when filed shall become a part of his Classification Questionnaire (SSS Form No. 100). 

The items in Series IL through V in this form are intended to obtain eviderice of the genuineness of the claim 
© in Series I, and the answers given by the registrant shall be for the information of only the officials duly 
xorized under the regulations to examine them. 

In the case of any registrant who claims to be a conscientious objector, the local board shall proceed in the 
.ccribed manner to determine his proper classification. The procedure for appeal from a decision of the local 
ard on a claim of conscientious objection is provided for in the Selective Service Regulations. ; 

Failure by the registrant to file this special form on or before the date indicated above may be regarded as a 

Miver by the registrant of his claim as a conscientious objector; Provided, that the local board, in its discretion, 
ti for good cause shown by the registrant, may grant a rensonuble extension of time for filing this special form. 


Series I.—CLAIM FOR EXEMPTION 


INSTRUCTIONS.—The registrant must sign his name to cither statement A or statement B in this series but not to both of them, 
e registrant should strike out the statement in this series which he docs not sign, 


fam, by reason of my religious training and belief, conscientiously opposed to participation in war in any form. [,, therefore, 
claim exemption from combatant training aud service in the Armed Torces. 


(Signature of registrant) 
Tam, by reason of my religious training and belief; conscientiously opposed to part icipation in war in any form and I am further 
conscientiously opposed to participation in noncombatant training and service in the Armed Forces. I, therefore, claim exemption 
from both combatant and noncombatant training and service in the Armed Forces. 


sara kers Tawra nce Sauce 


rintire of registrant) 


Under the provisions of section 6 (j) of the Universal Military Training and Service Act, as amended, any person who claims 
xemption from combatant training and service in the Armed Forces of the United States because he is, by reason of religious 
training and belief, conscientiously opposed to participation in war in any form and such claim is sustained by the local board, 
all, if he is inducted into the Armed Forces, be assigned to noncombatant service as defined by the President, or shall, if found 
ho be conscientiously opposed to participation in such noncombatant service, in licu of induction, be ordered by his local board, 
subject to regulations prescribed by the President, to perform for a period of twenty-four consecutive months such civilian 
work contributing to the maintenance of the national health, safety, or interest as the local board deems appropriate, and any 
such person who fails or neglects to obey such order of the local board shall be subject to imprisonment for not morc than 
five years or a fine of not more than $10,000, or to both such fine and imprisonment, 


Spe Series Il.—RELIGIOUS TRAINING AND BELIEF 
INSTRUCTIONS.—Every item in this series must be completed. If more space is necded use extra sheets of paper. 


1. Do you believe in a Supreme Berg? Wes ti New 
3 Deserve the natuie ef veut behed whieh oe the bye ef vour elatm made an Series Labove, and state whether on not your behef 
A Supra Geang aveives cuties witeh te ven are supenor fo (hese arising from ati Viana relation . 


Song Tn es TOS ARs Sy --eanS r 8 Zhan, en ee yds... NO: 


» Form No. 150 (i Q). (The printing of 1-21-83 shall be uscd until exhausted.) 
(1) . 


: : ihe) 


B. Explain how, when, and from whom or from whit souree you received the training and acquired the belicf which is tho basis 
lur claim: made in Series I above. : 


, Give the name and p ugl upon vie you rely most for religious guidance. 
ALLE UC £ Dany /. seven fd LEMON ID..4- 2.112. 
K.DiAt DAL ILDD,.0.HI 


. Under what circumstances, if,any, do y 0? 
Per RT eet on x ~~ 
Y) 


nines b Art WACK. 


AIS De.. Op A 
Ein Sk Cove Rowen 
' x 


” ‘Describe the actions and behavior in your life which in your opinion most conspicuously“demonstrate the consistency and’ “ 
of your religioug convictions, : j ° 
7, aa : ~, =~. 

CEL teed Dla. 

: NESS men SISK, a 


. Have you ever given public expression, written or oral, to the views herein expressed as the basis for your elaim made in Segics 
ve? Ii so, specify ae and where, 


{i 


Neorg : 


Series III.—GENERAL BACKGROUND 


NSTRUCTIONS.—Every item in this scries must be completed. If more space is needed use extra sheets of paper. 


Give the name and address of cach school and college which you have attended, together with the dates of your attendance; 
tate in each instance the type of school (public, church, military, commercial, etc.). ! 


Nase or Scnoow Trre of Scnoon 


ARLE ST OL 
THE HSL. LELS. 


B. Give a chronological list of all occupations, positions, jobs, or types of work, other than as a student in school or college, in 
you have at any time been engaged, whether for monctary compensation or not, giving the facts indicated below with regard to 
inosition or job held, or type of work in which engaged. ‘ 
Pexniop Wonanp 
Trrx or Woax —$— 
From— . To— 


: w. 6.7 
¢ ; ° 7 19.7 


Ses) D.2AMOM®,.0ALO 


CL De greereeers | wamaeaantanseceneweer = weneedebereccntananaaneee 


3. Give all addresses and dates of residence where Soe have ‘formerly lived. 


Names or City, Town, on VitLaox Statx on Forsicn Countar 


Oe 
I ic he ja ee 


Give the name and address of wal parents and indicate v Der they aro pliving or not. 


=f Wf, GR 
Aly ee Oe a 


(a) State the religions denomination or sect of your father _.........0- Cat ae ae 
4 (0) State the religious denomination or sect of your mother ao CLE STA 

aan Series IV.—PARTICIPATION IN ORGANIZATIONS 
STRUCTIONS.—Every item in this series must be completed. qf more space is needed use extra sheets of paper. 


Pave you ever been a member of any military organization or establishment? If so, state the namo and address of same and. 


sons Why you became a member, ~ 


Pe nnn 19.1) ee a 


eeeerceccccececen=, wececencccccnnnnantaenynnnnneerencennccccscecwsceccescesoesccceccceneennneeneresnn 


. Are you a member of a religious sect or organization? [) Yes No. If your reply to item’2 is “yes,” complete items 
hrough (e). rn 
c) State the name of the scct, and the name and location of its governing body or head if known to you. 


(2) Give the name, title, and present eae of the pee or leader of = ‘church, nae or meeting. 


Series V.—REFERENCES : 
INSTRUCTIONS.—This series. must be completed. If more space is ‘needed use extra sheets of paper. 


Give here the names and other information indicated concerning persons who could supply information as to the sincerity of your: 


professed Convictions against participation in war, 


— sp on ee ee ae 


Nawe Frere Anenge : ener agnor com Bevan eneegy | Tet qereesrsgeees gry years 


=_- ‘ 


‘Pi sRON 


PS GP SOG CAR BLE LUA Rad yO ante? Haus: a 222 ol: BER 


KEEL. NE ARLE LIAS Re2,... 2? 2h). = be thy Melek, 
ie 3 


AES...£. Aft Let 7 
[REIReS ie 


REGISTRANT’S CERTIFICATE 


INSTRUCTIONS.—Every registrant claiming to be a conscientious objector shall make this certificate. If the registrant canno? 
pread, the items and his replies theroto shall be read to him by tho person “who ansists him in completing thin form. If the regis- 
trant is unable to sign his name he shall make his mark in the space provided for his signature in the presence of,two persons whc 


shall sign as witnesses. “ 


NOTICE.—Imprisonment for not more than five years or a fine of not more than $10,000, or both such fine and imprisonment!’ 
4S provided by law as a penalty for knowingly making or being a party to the making of any false statement or certificate regardin, 


For pau upon a classification. (Universal Military Training and Service ‘Act, as amended).-_ _ tte 


4 
a Bydss Sosmrarnce 9 ASIECu...--, Certify that I am the registrant named and described in the forezoin:. 
3form¢that 1 have read (orheve-hedroad—-te-mc) the statements made by and about me, and that each and every 

isuch statemont is truc and complete to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief. The statements made by me in the fore: 


----. in my own SE 


(Signature of witness to mark of registrant) 


If another person has assisted the registrant in completing this form, such person shall sign the following statement: 


_ I have assisted the registrant herein named i in completing ‘this form because.........0-. 


Re nceeceeceeensnseeearantns Westone ssnendesne: euewewewtenmene’ ae. FETUS TT Ete sa daeen nantes scenesnnes® 


(For oxample—rogiatrant unable to read and write hagliahe 0.) 


‘Gignature of person who bas assisted) 


UB. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFTICE : 19907-O-498403. 
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2. The reason why I did not fill this form out when I was 
18 is because I was thinking about this. 


[Stamped] 
Local Board No. 100 


JUL 1 1968 


Portage County 
Ravenna, Ohio 


[Stamped] 
Local Board No. 100 


JUL 5 1968 


Portage County 
Ravenna, Ohio 


Biaansti TN SHS Lane 
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SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 


[Fal Bonn? No, fd 

Portage Counc 

coe Piz, Bosh OSice Bldg 
_ WNWEN Chie NZS wget 


me "| @OCAL BOARD STAMP) 


Auge 28, 1968 


IN REPLY, RCFER TO: 


Gruca, Stanley L. . 
33-100~))9=216 


Stanley L. Gruca 
Cableline Rd., RD.#2 
Diamond;-Ohio idle | 
Dear Sir; 
Phe local board requests that you meet with them on Sept. 10, 1968 at 3:5 PM 
or an interview prior to classification. 


BY DIRECTION OF THE BOARD: 


/ leas eA 


Batsch, Executive Sec. 


Sept. 10,.1968 


YGRUCA, Stanley Lawrence 
5. 33-1009-=216 


Bd, Members present: Mr. Rainsberg, Mr. Adams, Mr. Enlow, Mr. Watson and Mr. Shaw. 


Norma Batsch, Executive Sec. 


’ Stanley appeared before the board, at the local board's request, this was not a 
proceedural right, but in accordance with regulations. |The registrant was asked 

- to explain his reason for reqvesting a deferment as a Conscientious Objector. 
He did not request SSS Form 150 at age 18, or sign the C. 0. Series on his SSS 
Form 100, original ouestionnaire. The registrant stated that he did not believe 
in any acts of violence. He does not have any religious affiliation but his 
parents have a Roman Casholic background, The registrant has two older brothers 
who are in the National Cuard. : 


The registrant likes to fish and hunts occasionally. He was asked how long he 
had felt this way concerning violence. He stated that he has had these feelings 
for about a year or a year and a half. This was his feeling when he took his 
pre-induction physica} examination but he did not make a statement at that time. 
Mr. Gruca was asked if there was any sign or happening that changed his mind or 
_ eaused him to become a conscientious objector. He said that there was none, 
except that his mother had told him, about a year ago, that all violence was, 
‘wrong, against any living thing. The registrant was asked if he were willing 
to obtain Civilian Work in lieu of induction into the Armed Forces, he replied 
that "he guessed", he would, but he did not know. 


He was asked, "If it required violence to protect yourself, would you use 


violence?" He replied, "I would use force." His appeal rights were explained 
to him and he was exused. 


The board discussed the registrant's appearance. They determined that this 
was a very recent decision and sccording to the registrant, followed a con- 
versation between his mother and himself, taking place within the last year. 
Jney had never discussed this subject before that, and he had never given 
much thought to the subject. The registrant was very quiet and information 
was difficult to obtain, he either could not or would not express himself 

\ in any way. : 


The board classified him in l-A with appeal rights. 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM Not Required 
ADVICE OF RIGHT 76 PERSONAL APPEARANCE AND APPEAL 


(Local Board Stamp) 


Date of mailing 


Sept. 11,, 1968. 


(Month) (Dsy) (Year) 
Selective Service No. 


Stanley L. Gruca | , [33200 [us| 226 


Enclosed is your Notice of Classification (SSS Form 110). 
Your right to ask for a personal appearance or an appeal | 
within__30 days is prescribed on the reverse side of that 
Notice of Classification. 


ee ener ee 6 3 en ow er ener ar 


Each local board has available a Government Appeal Agent 
to aid you with a personal appearance, an appeal, or any other: . 
. procedural right. The Appeal Agent or his representative will ; 
_: give you legal counsel on Selective Service matters only at no | 
- Charge. - : 


If you should desire a meeting with him, this office will 
_atrange atime and place for such meeting upon request. 


jS Form 217 (nev. 6-11-67) (PREVIOUS PRIN TINGS ARE OBSOLETE) 


Oct. 6, 1968 


Norma Batsch 

Local Board No. 100 
Portage County 

2nd Flr. Post Office Bldg. 
Ravenna, Ohio 44266 


Dear Sir: 


I am appealing my 1-A classification that the Local Board 
gave me on my conscientious objector form for. 


1. Church, 


I did not know you had to go to church to believe that 
killing and violence is wrong. 


I cannot consciously or morally take the life of another human 
being, because of my beliefs. 


2. National Guards. 


Because my brother's are in the National Guards, that doesn't 
mean I have to think the same way as they do. 


3. Animals and Food 


I don't believe that it is right to kill animals just for 
pleasure of killing them. 


Animals were put on this earth for man's use that includes 
food and clothing. 


If I am sent someplace where it is called war and I kill someone 


that is allright, and if I go out on the road and kill someone they 
call me a murderer. 


s/ Stanley L. Gruca. 
[ Stamped] 
Local Board No. 100 
Portage County 


OCT 8 1968 


Ravenna, Ohio 


Cableline Rd. 
R.D. #1, 

Diamond, Ohio 
Oct. 7, 1968 


Local Board No. 100, 
Portage County, 

2nd Flr. Post Office Bldg. 
Ravenna, Ohio 

Gentlemen: 


I am writing in reference to Stanley being a conscientious 
objector of the Armed Forces. 


He has always been against fighting and violence. 


He never liked to argue or to have anyone else argue 
in his presence's. 


He never liked to see anything die. It didn't make any 
difference if it was a person an animal or a bird. 


He has always been very conscious about anything dieing. 


He thinks all this killing and violence is just terrible. 


Sincerely, 


s/ Mrs. Alice Gruca 


[Stamped] 
Local Board No. 100 
Portage County 

OCT 9 1968 


Ravenna, Ohio 


Mrs. ‘Vonnie Tackett 
Diamond Ohio 


{ Stamped] 
Local Board No. 100 
Portage County 3-16-49 
OCT 9 1968 


Ravenna, Ohio 


Oct. 7-1968 


Selective Service. 
Dear Sir's 
I'm writing in reference to Stanley Gruca who is my next 


door neighbor as being a Conscientious objector. I have 
talked to him several times and I find he just doesn't 


want any part in fighting or violence and he sure doesn't 
believe in killing and he's a very nice Boy and I can see 
why he doesn't want to leave a good home to go off to some 
foreign land to kill or get killed. Thank you 
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SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM  . 


im 

toca Bear ROI 
Portage County 
Sod Pir. Host Office Bldg 
Ravenna, Ohio 44266 

as 5 (LOCAL BOARD STAMP) 


Octer Ly, 1768 


Subdjéots APPEAL NOTIFICATION | 


Names GRUCA, Stanley Lawrence : 
SS Nos 33-100-)9=-216 : 


- Stanley L, Gruca 
x Doss. Sir; a 
‘mtg is to acknowledge receipt of your letter ¢- appeal . 
is ond to acvese sho filo has beon forwarded to the appeal board for 
| theiz review and consideratione 
Tha Appeal Board can only consider information that was 


in the file ot the tino of the local board's review. No one is 
. pexmitted to appear before the Appeal Board, however, thé entire file .. 
is reviewod by Weide 
i : . After dotermination is made by the Appeal Board, you 
Sa WELL be notified of their decisions : 


. 


SY DIREGTION OF THE BOARD: s 
VE 


Batsch, Executive Sec. 
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SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 


INDEVIDUAL, APPEAL RECORD 


local Roard No. 40YU 
i ty, 28 
ay 


tn ~ ot 
A558 ; Portage County 


Ravenna, Ohio 


Rais PONY 


eae: 
weAanTence 


Gast; 


Service Number | 33/200 19 || 216 
{ = 


| by local board in Class_3.4..-_ until 


women n nnn nnn nnn eee, 1922 


Cste 


est for Transfer of Jurisdiction Filed - 


address of employer or residence of registrant Stanl 
Diamond, Ohio __ h)22 


an ohanl ‘“C bleline 2 


a 
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ard for the State of av apestenaenere ce 


DBRS seaay (Womnna-- === Sra 
in Ga Lt RE te 1922, by the following vote: , 
bse. No. 
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Momber o. 
: “ - ss . 
INS.—The local board will prepare this form in duplicate. THE Srigimal, i! be stapled or otherwise securely fastened 
ide of the front cover of the Cover Sheet (SSS Form 101) of each file fo Trice aa : 
d in the local board files in lieu of the Cover $} 


al Board, and the copy will 
ncct, attached to the Charge-Out Curd ¢: 0). 
appellant requests a transfer-of 


i f jurisdiction the box indicating such request will be checked, and the Name diid-eddree 
loyer or the residence of the FoMITANE Entered in the space provided, “~ 


Need 32.22.49) 
Nate eecinn . 


SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 
ORDER TO REPORT FOR INDUCTION 


The President of the United States, 
' To 
: (LOCAL BoaRD Staur) 


Febe 19, 2969 


(Date of mailing) 


news se ne en oho tan deems ern mennneme, 


SELECTIVE SERVICE NO. 


‘ Stanley L. Gruca 33 1/2100 || 49: 
GREETING: 


5 You are hereby ordered for induction into the Armed Forces of the’ United States, and to report 


Cemrewerrerewes eat Se ns 3 Sy ti * = aye 6) 5, 7 OS 
at. Post-Orfice-Blige,N Ches+nut ; St x Raveunay 


on Yaron? 2969 a SEAS IE es 


ss4 (Date) sen ae Aa arene 
“Hey TE. sencarmmammee: 


for forwarding to an Armed Forces Induction Station. Gs 
Couple, 


cr, Executive Secreta or clerk of Local Board 
a! 


IMPORTANT NOTICE 
(Read Each Paragraph Carefully) 
. IF YOU HAVE HAD PREVIOUS MILITARY SERVICE, OR ARE NOW A MEMBER OF THE NATIONAL 
GUARD.OR A RESERVE:COMPONENT OF THE ARMED FORCES, BRING EVIDENCE WITH YOU. IF YOU 
WEAR’GLASSES;, BRING THEM. IF MAn RIED, BRING PROOF OF YOUR MARRIAGE. IF You EAVE ANY 
PHYSICAL OR MENTAL CONDITION WHICH, IN YOUR OPINION, MAY DISQUALIFY YOU FOR SERVICE IN 
THE ARMED FORCES, BRING A PHYSICIAN'S CERTIFICATE ‘DESCRIBING THAT CONDITION, IF NOT 
ALREADY FURNISHED TO YOUR LOCAL BOARD. 


Valid documents are required to.substantiate dependency claims in order to receive basic allowance for mar: Be 
sure to take the following with you when reporting to the induction station. The documents wil] he returned to you. (a) 
FOR LAWFUL WIFE OR LEGITIMATE CHILD UNDER 21 YEARS OF AGE—original, certified copy or photostat of a 
certified copy of marriage certificate, child's birth certificate, or a public or church record of marviage issued over the sig- 
nature and seal of the custodian of the church or public records; (6) FOR LEGALLY ADOPTED CHILD—certified court 
order of adoption; (¢) FOR CHILD OF DIVORCED SERVICE MEMBER (Child in custody of person other than claim- 
ant)—(1) Certified or photostatic copies of receipts from custodian of child evidencing serviceman's contributions for sup- 
port, and (2) Divorce decree, court support order or separation order; (¢) FOR DEPENDENT PARENT—afiidavits 
establishing that dependency. ; 


Bring your Social Security Account Number Card. If you do not have one, apply at nearest Social Security Adminis- 
tration Office. If you have life insurance, bring a record of the insurance company’s address and your policy number. 
Bring enough clean clothes for 3 days. Bring enough money to last 1 month for personal purchases. . 


This Local Board will furnish transportation, and meals and lodging when necessary, from the place of reporting to 
the induction station where you will be examined. If found qualified, you will be inducted into the Armed Forces. If 
found not qualified, return transportation and meals and lodging when necessary, wil] be furnished to the place of reporting. 


You may be found not qualified for induction. Keep this in mind in arranging your affairs, to prevent any unduc hard- 
ship if you are not inducted. If employed, inform your employer of this possibility. Your employer can then be prepared 
to continue your employment if you are not inducted. To protect your right to return to your job if you are not inducted, 

must report for work as soon as possible after the completion of your induction examination. You may jeopardize your 

SDLOyMeNns rights if you Go not report for work at the beginning of your next regularly scheduled oe period after 
you have returned to your place of employment. 

Willful failure to report at the place and hour of. the day named in this Order subjects the violator to fine and impris- 
onmert. Bring this Order with you when you report. 


If you are so-far from your own local board that reporting in ees with this Order will be a serious hardship, 
zo immediately to any local board and make written request for transfer of your delivery for induction, —o this Order 
with you. 


SSS Form 252 (Revised 4-25-65) (Previous printings may be used until exhausted.) 


a 


EXCERPTS FROM GOVT. EXS. 3 AND 4, ARMY FILE 
ON APPELLANT'S APPLICATION FOR DISCHARGE 


(Contents rearranged in chronological order.) 


HBATC-AGTP ; Discharge as a Conscientious Objector 
commanding Officer Pvt Stanley L. Gruca 26 WAY 1859 
© A, 13th mn, lth Ing Bde _ US51845280/27)-16-308 
ATC Amor . ; * Co A, 13th Bn, lth Ing Bde 

‘Knox, Ky 20121 USATCA, Ft. Knox, Ky 40122 


P of AR 635-20, request that I be discharged from the US Army as a conscientious 
Jector. Based upon ny training and belief, I conscientiously object to partici- 
btion in military service of any form. , 


F . sien bey ¥. Annee 


O Incl ; ~ STANLEY L. GRUCA 
Answers to Handout Co A, 13th En, hth Ing Bde 
Stmt fr EM ee Pvt E-1, US 51 £5 280 
Stmt fr EM i 
1AA Form 507 
Ltr fr LB #100, dtd 1 Jul 68 
Ltr fr LB #100, dtd 28 Aug 68 
Ltr fr LB #100, dtd 2 Sep 68 
Ltr fr EM to LB #100, dtd 6 Oct 68 
Ltr fr LB #100, dtd 1h Oct 68 

h Ltr fr Ef'ts Mother to LB #100, dtd 19 Feb 69 

L. Ltr fr Chaplain Harono dtd 4 Jun 69 

ae. 
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NECT: Handout for Conscientious Objector 
_ (para 2-12, AR 600-200 & para 4a, AR 635-20) 


Cm 
> 


Wonn2l who claim that they are Conscientious Objectors and failed to indicate this 
r to coming in the service must make an application through their Commanding 
cer BS be so desianated, The request will enciude the following: (ref para 4a, 
5-20 


GENERAL INFORMATION 
Full Hame °° * Hesent 
Military service number /SSAN 
Selective service cunbers 
Service address Ne Ee oS ESE = 
Permanent home address i Tag cine eoecees wae 27 peereee 
Give the name and address of exc school and college which you have atten nded, 
her with the dates of your attendance, and state in each instance eee type of 
ol (cublic, church, military; commercial, etc.) ee 
(g) Give a chronological list of all occupations, positions, jobs, “or type 
other than as a student in school or college, in which. you have at any tire 
ned, whether for monetary compensation or not, giving the type of work, name 
pyer, address of employer, and the from/to date for each position or job neld. 
h) Give all addresses and dates of residence where you have formerly lived. 
i) Give the name and address of* your parents and indicate whether they are 
Gg or deceased, » Koei t 
(3) State the reliaious denomination or sect of your father and ator % 
(k) Did you apnly to the Selective Service System (Local Board) for classification 
Conscientious Sojector prior to entry into the Armed poccessd Ss. which: local 
1? What decision was made by the board, if known? Sere PL 
(1) If you have served less than 180 days in the military service jendl are dis- 
hed as a Conscientious Objector, are you willing to perform work under the - 
tive Service Conscientious Objectors® “ork Program? Yes::-+ Me -  . Will you 
pnt to the issuance of an order for such work by your local selective service 
_to 
‘(m) If you have Served more than 180 days in the military sorvice and are 
araed as a Conscientious Objector, 'ould you be willing to enqage yoluntarily 
bst military work of the aire ercomassed by the civilian work’ proaram ad- 
Btered by Selective Service? Yan: #9: >. Irformaior renarcing this. 
am is evaalaote at = ixsction | “oar c or Biv & stontiv: Sarvies Office. 
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RELIGIOUS TRAINING ADS “ELIEF Celis se nite RS Sere 
(a) Describe tha na: “ure of your Lolief which Gs i x basis af your 
(b) Explain how, hen, and from whom, or from what sours? vou rece 
ing and acevired the belie? which is the basis of your claim. 
h(c) Give the rame and eresant addrass of the individual cnen whe var rete 
for reliqio:s curcance in metters of conviction relating to vour clain, 
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ntitlement to benefits 
the Veterans Administration due to discharge from the mil- 
S a conscientious objector. I understend that a disdh: Zé as 
tious objector who refuses to perform satisfactory military duty 
Or otherwise to comply with lawful orders of competent! military authority 
shall bar all rights based upon the period of service from which discharged, 
under any laws administered by the Veterans Administration excent my legal 
entitlement (if any) to any war risk, Government (converted) or National 
Service Life Insurance. 5 
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slant 4 Gruew ZA 
STANLEY L~GRUCA 
Co A, 13th Bn, lth Ing Bde 
Pvt E-1, US 51 845 260 


| 
| 
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In connection with my application for Classification as a Conscientious 
Objector, I have becn informed of my rizhts to appear in person tefore 

2 Comrissioned Officer in the grade of Captain or higher to be neard in 
support of my application and to be accompanied by counsel retained by 

me, if desired. ! 


SCE 
I (do) (do-not) desire to appear before such Officer. 


cmiGe : . 
I (do) (4o-n0t) intend to retain counsel. 


June 23, 1969 


(1) General Information 

(m) I didnt know that post military work meant after I got out 
of the service. I thought it was work on an army post. I will 
do post military work. 

(2) Religious training and belief: 

(a) I believe in God and he is above everybody and everything. 

One of the ten commandments is thou shalt not kill. One of 
Jesus! commandments is love thy neighbor as thyself. And everybody 
is my neighbor, all over the world. 

So it is wrong to kill anybody. 

War kills people, so it would be wrong to take part in it 
Even as a medic or in some other non-combat job I would still be 
helping the Army to kill people, so that would be wrong too. 

(6) From my parents mostly. 

They always were kind and friendly to other people. Whenever 
some neighbor came to get car parts from our wrecking yard and 
couldn't pay for them right away, my father would tell him to take 


what he needed and pay for it later, when he could. 


This would often happen with strangers too. It didnt make any 


difference what nationality or color they were. It was the same 


with food from the garden, or just about anything we had. They! 


would often give things away without asking for any payment at all. 


When my mother bakes cookies or pies she usually gives away some 
2 of them. This has always been their way with other people, so I 
naturally grew up with the feeling that the right way to treat 
other people was to be kind to them, not to hurt them. 

Besides my parents have always taught me, that killing and 
violence was wrong. They told me about the ten commandments, and 
especially the one that says thou thalt not kill. They told me 
this came from God to Moses. And they told me about Jesus! 
commandments, love God and love thy neighbor. 

My parents always told me to do right, and said if I did wrong 
I'd go to hell. They told me I'd have to think things out if I 
wasn't sure what was right or wrong, and obey my conscience. 

In my early years of life I had an experience with some 
rabbits dying which affected me deeply. After they were buried 
a few hours I wanted to go back and see if they were still ties 

Later on in my life my grandfather died, I couldn't understand 
why he had died. I kept saying and wondering why he had died. I 


asked my parents why he had died. 


As I grew older I began to think about these things myself. 
From reading in the newspaper about war and killing in the streets, 
it all seemed wrong to me. 

When I filled out my first questionnaire of the draft board, 

I had thought about signing my name to the conscientious objector 
question, but I wans't quite sure if I was a conscientious objector 
then and the form said not to sign that statement unless I was. 

But I started talking to my parents about how violence and 
killing was wrong. 

I began to think more strongly that all kinds of killing of 
people was wrong whether it would be war or just killing someone 
on the street. 

At the time I sent for the form 150 for conscientious objectors, 
I knew that I couldn't conscientious or morally take the life of 
another human being. 

After I entered Service my convictions became stronger against 


killing and war and being in the Army. 


I took all my training because it was an order and I was always 


obedient. 
When I was on the rifle range I knew I was only shooting at 


targets but I always thought about what if it was a person. I knew 


if it was I couldnt shoot at them. 
When I took bayonet practice it was only training and I knew 
I could not take another human beings life. 
When I took hand-to-hand combat it was violent and affected 
me deeply and I knew that I could never do anything like that. 
The reason I dont want to stay in the Service and be a medic 
is that I would be sent where there is fighting and violence and I 
would still be helping to take lives. 
(c) My parents Mr. & Mrs. Frank Gruca 
9731 Cableline Rd. 
Diamond, Ohio. 
(d) I would use a limited force on a personal basis to stop someone 
from hurting someone else, but I would try not to hurt him any more 
than was necessary. I would try to talk to the person without getting 
into a big argument that would only lead to a fight which is an 
unlimited force. 


War uses unlimited force and a great many people get hurt or 


killed including women and children, and I believe war is wrong. 


(e) Except for scraps with my brothers when I was real small I've 
always kept out of fights. I've always tried to live right and be 
kind and helpful to other people. 

Some people named Boggs from West Virginia needed help cleaning 


out their barn and I helped them. During my senior year in high 


school I tutored their boy in the seventh grade in math. I didntt 
ask for any pay for 'these things, but they did give me some money 
afterwards. 

One day I talked a couple of my buddies out of fighting with 


somebody else. 


(£) When I was at home, me and my parents and neighbor would talk 


about it many times. 

At work to other workers would start talking about war and 
acts of violence and I would tell them how I felt about them. At 
times in the Service there would be a little discussion about how 


everybody felt about wars and I would tell them how I felt. 


June 25, 1969 


To whom it may concern: 
2 I'm writing in reference to Stanley being a conscientious 
objector. 
He has always been very sensitive about anything dying, whether 
it be a bird, animal or person. 
He has told me many times that he couldn't possibly take the 
life of another person. 
Maybe we didn't take him to church very much because of the 
difference in the religious background between me and his father. 


We always tried to teach him everyone could get along with 


each other if they really tried. 


Because you disagree with someone that is no reason to start 


killing each other. 

Stanley has always been a good boy. He has never caused anyone 
any trouble. He has never gotten into fights with anyone. 

He has always tried to help people when they needed it. 

I have seen him turn down money offered him for taking a 
neighbor someplace or doing something for other people. 

He has many friends, it doesn't make any difference what color, 
race or religion. 

His mother 


Mrs.. Alice Gruca 


ENLISTED PERSONNEL DATA : Extracts from DA Forms 4, | DATE 


2. GRADE (Include proficiency 3. SERVICE NO. & SOCIAL 
designator ond date of rank) SECURITY ACCOUNT NO. 


| PVT ET 2Mar 6° = jus 51 845 280 
aoe 274-46-3498 


ANIZATION - OATE OF BIRTH & PLACE OF BIRTH 
ee K (City & State) 


A-13-4_USATCA FT KYOX KY aes 


CITIZEN OF (Country 


ASSIGNED 


JA © ves 


PHYSICAL PROFILE 1%. BRIEF SUMMARY OF LIMITING HANDICAPS 


None 


ATE OF PRESENT TOUR OF ao fs 8. PRESENT TERM OF ENLISTMENT @ ETS G DATE OF ARRIVAL AT PRESENT 


ENLISTMENT 


NORMAL TOUR COMPLETE |I. POR QUALIFIED (if “No” 
exptain in Item 23) 
= 


Ono 


& CODE AND OATE OF MORNING REPORT ENTRY Me. INDIVIOUAL Mas A CURRENT APPLIC ATION FOR ANOTHER TYPE OUTY 
ASSIGNMENT Co ves (No (if yes, indicote type ond dote submitted) 


FECTIVE DATE OF LAST REASSIGNMENT] B. DISLOCATION ALLOWANCE | c. 
t VING rR (computed in accordance with © was pain 


7 was Nor Pato 


REASON FOR NON?P AYMENT 


PRIMARY MOS ANO OATE AWARDED OUTY Mos SCHOOL TRAINEO [_] Yes 


None Sandee 
SCHOOL TRAINED EF Yes is OTHER MOS 


OaTe: n/A 


PTITUOE TEST (Areo Scores) 


1STEO MemseER [_}ts [_]1S NOT MARRIED TO A CITIZEN 
TIONAL OF A FOREIGN COUNTRY. (If applicable, enter country) 


RSONNEL ACTION REQUESTED 119, ENLISTED MEMBER (ot fourt 


below wit our yeors Ssefvice) HAS BEEN A 
1M CONTRAVENTION OF AR E NIAC 


VISEO THAT TRAVEL FOR HIS(HER) DEPENDENTS ay GOVERNMENT EXPENSE IS NOT 
AUTHORIZED 


1S NOT UNDER AUTHORIZED STRENGTH 


ACTUAL: 
N/A 


RKS (Conduct, Efficiency, 


Conduct: Excellent 
Efficiency: Excellent 


! 
GRUCA, Stanley L US51845280 <0: 3 7 urae = | 
SUBJECT: Discharge as a Conscientious Objector 

ro: CO, 13th Bn, hth Tng Bde FROM: CO, Co A, 13th Bn, hth tng Bde 29 May 69° 


Le Recosmend disapproval. : 


2. PvL Gcacans Stanley L, has completed all phases of Basic Combat Training’ 
4 has graduated with his cycle. 


5 . There appears to be a lack of evidence for claiming concientious objector, 
cording to PVl Gruca's statement. i ‘ 


e PVl. Gruca's duty MOS. is O09B00. 


. PVL Gruca is not under investigation of pending trial by Courts Martial, 
- ds he pending Physical evaluation board proceedings. 


- | ; 
§. Not in contravention of AR 600-31. : 2] 
ay eas . ; “ a > ; 


| 
CPT Inf | 
t 


. Commanding 
HBATC-TBD-A : 
Os CO, 4th Tg’ Bde FROM: CQ, 13th Bn 4th Tng Bde 4 ple 1969 cur 3 


: Recomuend disapproval for discharge. > 
an 

Concur with preceding comment and recommend PV1 Gruca awarded a 1 

n—combat MOS. ; ; 


Not in contravention of AR 600-31. 


JAES R STUART JR 
LIC Armr 
Conmanding—— 


HBATC-TBD-cH CONSCZENTIOUS OBJECTOR AFrLICATICN/ 


fy Commanding Officer Asst 4th Bde Chap & Jun 69 
She 
a-13 : : Earano 45558 


e 


~ : 
» I have interviewed FVT Stanley L. Gruca 0S57845280 of A-13-4, USATCA 
soncerning his application for Conscientious Objector status in the military 


Bervice. 
=) 


e\ It is evident that his religiou- bacl:ground does not offer him good 
zredentials for basing his ap lication upon religious training. 


$- However, his feelinss and convictions seem to be sincere and he has tried 
change his status prior to his induction into theservice. This indicates 
Bhat he may have deep rooted sincerity toward non-comoatant status. 

\ - 

. This documentation “is based cn one interview with FVT Gruca, as the 
haplain he saw earlier is not present. 


oy Mf iw 


ROGZR D.M. HASANO 
Chaplain (MAJ), USA 
Asst 4th Bde Chaplain 


REPORT OF PSYCHIATRIC EVALUATION 


CERTIFICATE 


Bez hereby certify that — creusa, Stantog 
Rig : _ _ (Name 
x a? ~— 


Knox, Kentucky. 
& 2: DIAGNOSIS: ra 


“3. The above named, individual was and is mentally responsible, able to. 
Stinguish right from wrong and to adhere to the right, and has the mental capacity 
understand and participate in board proceedings. 


4. PERTINENT HISTORY: ae young non elains to to a consefontious Joctare 
ean seo no poychiatris probloss to intafore with or elter hia cleing tut I 
have considerate er arores eae tue walidity of his rauris, 


PasMatricelly cleared for edninistrotive actions 


> GRADE, BRANCH (Print or Type SIGNATURES | 
ANB, CAMNZy CHP, My PRUE IST SS : 
SEE REVERSE SIDE FOR MEDICAL EVASUATION™N 
MAE Cy Psat: 4.1172 AG TN mm 66-30M 


fel #2 fo 


ae 


“ QHBATC-TED GRUCA, Stanley L. 
TB 51 845 26 )§= (26 May 69 
SUBJECT; Discharge as a Conscientious Cdjector 


TO CO, USATCA FROM Co, Ath Img Bde = dDATE:«:18 June 1969 CUT & 
ATTN: AHBATC-AGTP : 


2 12. Recommend disapproval. 


"2. Based on a review of the attached documents, it does not appear that 
Private Gruca's objections to service with the military are based on 
religious beliefs ani sincere personal feelings. Therefore, Private 

. Gruca should not be discharged as a conscientious objector. 


_3. Tet in contravention of AR 600-31. 


ett ” oa tr & w=) * 
beta a Bree RK: " 
Pints 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
HEADQUARTERS US ARMY TRAINING CENTER, ARMOR 
FORT KNOX, KENTUCKY 40121 


AHEATC -AGTP 25 June 1969 


SUBJECT: Request for Discharge as a Conscientious Objector 


TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 


1. At 1100 hours, 23 June 1969, Private Stanley L. Gruca, US 51 845 280 
appeared before the undersigned in connection with his application for 
discharge in accordance with paragraph 4d, AR 635-20, dated 22 January 
1969. 


2. Private Gruca did not have his counsel appear with him. His civilian 
lawyer talked to the interviewing officer by telephone from Cleveland, 
Ohio. Private Gruca's father and mother were present during the interview 
and on numerous occasions interjected their comments and opinions when 
Private Gruca was talking. 


3. This soldier had little or no knowledge about the Bible, he stated 
that he does not go to church and can't remember the last time when he 
attended church. He indicated that he wants a discharge and will not 
serve in any status. He said that he believes the war in Vietnam is 
useless and he wants no part of it. Throughout the interview he was 
nervous and constantly looked to his parents for answers to questions 
offered by the undersigned. The applicant's parents are of different 
religions, Mr. Gruca is a member of the Polish Catholic Church and 
Mrs. Gruca is a protestant. 


4. Private Gruca has completed all phases of basic combat training to 
include weapons qualification. 


5. In view of the foregoing I recommend that Private Gruca's application 
for discharge as a conscientious objector be disapproved. 


s/ Harold L. McDonald 
HAROLD L. McDONALD 
Major, AGC 
Asst AG 


DEPAKTMENT OF DEFENSE 


SUMMARY SHEET FOR REVIEW OF 
CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR APPLICATION 


2. PLACE OF APPLICATION 3- DATE OF SUMMARY SHEET 
HQ, USAICA, Ft. Knox, Ky 0121 23 Jme 199. 
AME IN FULL (Last = Firat = Middle) x S. SERVICE NO./SOCIAL SECURITY 
ACCOUNT NUMBER 


ZCCA, Stanley Layrence $528):525 
7. MARITAL STATUS 8. SELECTIVE SERVICE NO. 


Comarrieco EK} sincce Cl omen (Specify) 33-100-1,9-216 


CS) orscnarce (1-0) () Non-comBAaTANT SERVICE (I-A-0) 


WAPP LIED FOR C. O. STATUS PRIOR TO ENTRY ON ACTIVE OUTyY (If **Yes** indicate in Remarks the results. Jf “No” explain in 
Remarke why epplication was not made.) 


GLING TO PERFORM ALTERNATE CIVILIAN SERVICE (I-W) 
Gres Ono 
Line through el! grad. futh; y 
eteehbciade Wade ct Sutineew aches)” “hovel YEP PATTIE PTL TTT 
IVILIAN OCCUPATION 14. NAME AND ADORESS OF LAST EMPLOYER 
US Concrete Pine Co., Dianond, Ohio 
S- DATE ENTERED ON ACTIV 


Cl entisvwent &Jiwouction Clomer F oate_27 Mar 69 27 Mar 9 


ON THS OF ACTIVE DUTY 18. BRANCH OF SERVICE 


NTEREDO SERVICE BY 


19. COMPONENT 


’ 
ED army Cnavy Car Force [(() marine corps Bl recucar C) reserve 
ECORATIONS, MEOALS, BADGES, COMMENDOATIONS, CITATIONS AND CAMPAIGN RIBBONS AWAROEO OR AUTHORIZEO 


BY AR 672-5-1 


ed by LB #100, Ravenna, Ohic, Appealed = disapproved. 


srviewd by Major Hc Donald, Chief, TPD, no counsel, parents cme, 23/6/69 


FOR SELECTIVE SERVICE REVIEW COMMITTEE USE ONLY : 
COMMENDED ACTION - 


27. TYPEO Name, TITLE AND SIGNATURE 


AHBATC@AGTP GRUCA, Stanley Le, US 51815280/27)-)6-308 (26 May 69) 
SCT: Discharge as a Conscientious Objector 


The Adjutant General FROM: Comnanding Officer DATE: 26 Jm 69 OTS 
Department of the Ana USATC Armor ; 
ATTN: AGPO-SS Fort Knox, Kentucky 0121 

Washington, D. C. 20315 


Recommend disapproval. 


Based on a review of application, it does not appear EM's conscientious “objection 
8 based on religious training and belief for the following reasons: 


Ev does not have membership in a church nor can he recall the lest time he 
ttended ary church. 


b. Previous request for classification as a conscientious objector through 
BM's local board was denied, the ection appealed and was denied again. 


2 


EDWARD E. SAMPSON 
ITC, AGC 

Stmt fr Chaplain Adjutant General 

_ Psychiatric Evaluation 

Stmt fr =M's Mother 

Addition to Incl #1 

DD Form 1589 

Recommendation 


4G6P0-SS Grusa, Stanley L. 
US $$345230 (25 May 69) 


Director of Selective Service 
1724 F Street, N. We 
Washington, D. C. 20435 


. 


Dear Sirs 


Request an advisory opinion be furnished this office as to the proper 
classification of Private Stanley L. Gruca, US a me 
under the Military Selective Service Act of 1567. 


Private Crucats request for discharge with evidence, {£s attached. 


Sincerely, 


1 Incl 


KENNETH G. WICKHAM 
as Stated 


Major General, USA 
The Adjutant General 


NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM 
1724 F STREET NW. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20435 a pearance prides 


August 1, 1959 © 


The Adjutant General 
Department of the Arny 
Washington, D. C. 20315 


Subject: Stanley L. Gruca 
US 51845280 
8S No. 33 100 49 216 
Your References AGPO-SS 


Dear General Wickham; 


This is in reply to your request, reference as 
above, for our review of the application of Private Stanley 
L. Gruca for discharge from the U. S. Army on the grounds of 
conscientious objection. 


Based on the information contained in the applie 
cant’s file, which you have furnished us, it is the opinion 
of this Headquarters that Private Gruca would not be classi- 
fied as a conscientious objector if he were being considered 
for classification under the Military Selective Service Act 
of 1967, at this time. ; 


Your file is returned. 


Assistant to the Pirector | 


INSURE FREEDOM'S FUTURE—AND YOUR OWN—BUY UNITED STATES SAVINGS BONDS lo 


. THE DACLASS 1- O CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTOR REVIEW BOARO IS CONVENED PURSUANT TO COMPETENT 
AUTHORITY TO CONSIDER REQUEST FOR DISCHARGE FOR CONSCIENTIOUS ORJECTION FROM -- 
és SSAN GRADE 


276-34-3408 
DATE OF APPL 
26 May 69 
3 SULLA 


chaplain’s report included? 

psychiatrist’s report included? 

commander’s recommendation with reasons included? 

a record of interview and recommendations of Captain (O-3) or above included, or if waived, 


jased solely on conscientious objection which existed. but which was not claimed prior to induction, enlistment, or entry on active duty o 
tive duty for training. 


Cy 


ed on essentisily political, sociological, or philosophicel views, or on a merely personal moral code. 


Sed on objection to # particular war. 


| AWE | 


ARKS (Use reverse for additional space, if required.) 


Based t: “* FesseV crews Agtrwxt Parr Lmepirn A WOR 
‘on jostle tm shh au 20 7TWIy he l.- 


EO NAME OF PRESIDENT SIGNATURE OF PRESIDENT ° 
JAMES O. RILEY 


EO NAME OF RECORDER 


JAMES F. WOOD 


MNWEZ FORM 94, 1 Jul 69 


. 


AGPO-SS Gruca, Stanley L. 
SSAN 276-34-3408 = 


~~ 
SUBJECT: Separation 


THD: Conanding Officer 
USATC Armor 
ATIN: ARBATC-AGTP 
Fr. Knox, KY 40122. 


Private Stanley L. Gruca 
Co A. 13th BH, 4th Tog Bde 
USATC Armor 

Fe. Knox, KY 40121 


2. Reference application for separation as conscientious ebjectcor dated 
26° aey, 69. . 


2. Separation TF approved, Pm. kd disapproved. 


3. Authority: 
£7 Section 11, Chep 5, AR 635-200, SPR 21L 
£7 section IV, Chap 5, AB 635-200, SPH 314 
£7 Section var, Chap 5, AR 635-200, SPH 41C 
LJ Section VIII, Chap 5, AR 635-200, SPN 413 
£7 Section IX, Chap 5, AR 635-200, SPN 414 


£7 


4. Comments: Based en professed views against CEES in war — 
to induction which are not truly held. 


BY ORDER OF THE SECRETARY OF THE ARMY: 


; Adjutant General 


~ yuuu 


- 


DA TAG YASH DC 


CO USATC ARMOR FT KNOX KY 
CLAS 
LGPO-SS FOR AHBATC-AGTP 
UBJ: APPL FOR SEP AS CONOBUTR 
PPL SBM BY PV3 STANLEY L GRUCA. SSAN 276-345-3408. CO A. 23TH BN, 
BTH BDE USATCEA, IS DISAPPROVED. CORR WILL VoULoy. 


L-KRAMNER. ASST CHIEF, AGPO-SS 
Sei4e - 
RODNEY E HURT. MAds AGC. CHTEF 
ENL SEP SEC. SEP 8R. TAGO SLSHe2 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
Cless 1-0 Conscientious Objector Review Board 


26 AUG 1969 


Opinion of the Board in the case of Stanley L. Gruca 
SSAN 274-46-3408 


1.. The Board finds that Gruca"s professed views became fixed prior to his entry 

into the active military service. Under para 3, AR 635-20, 22 Jan 69, consideration 
may only be given to requests for separation based upon objection to participation 
in war which developed, became fixed, subsequent to entry into the active military 
service. Accordingly, Gruca's request may not be favorably considered. This finding 
is based upon the following facts in the record. . 


a. It is clear that Gruca's professed views against participation in war 
because of religious convictions existed prior to his induction because he requested 
classification as a conscientious objector to his local Selective Service Board. 
“When I filled out my First questionaire of the draft board, T had thought ahout 
signing my namo to the conacfentious oblector queation, but T wasn't quite aure ff 
Iwas a conscientious dbjector and the form sald not to sign that statement unloss I 
was. But I started talking to my parents about non-violance and killing was wrong. 
I began to think of more strongly that all kinds of people was wrong whether {t would 
be war or just killing someone on the strect. At the time I sent for the form 150 
for conscientious objectors, I knew that couldn't conscientious or morally take the 
life of another human being.” . “ 


be. Not only did Gruca apply to his local Selective Service Board for classifi- 
eation as a conscientious objector, he appealed their adverse decision to the state 
appeals board. In a letter dated 6 Oct 68, Gruca wrote to his local Selective Service 
Board, "I am appealing my 1-A Classification that the local hoard gave me on my 
conscientious objectdr form." 


2. The Board Finds that Gruca does not truly hold views against participation in 
war in any form which are derived from religious training and belief. Gruca Lacks 
msincerity in the sense that he does not possess the depth of religious conviction 


to qualify as a conscientious objector under AR 635-20. It is clezr that depth of 
FEtigtoes corvietten te 9 entrcsnh Santee fe Antmemining aligihilies uadeo AM 625-40, 

ecause para 42 (2), cequescs from the applicant, “A description of the actions and 
behavior in the applicants Life which, in his opinion, most conspicuously demonstrates 
the consistency and depth of religious convictions which gave rise to claim." This 
finding is based on the following facts in the record. 


@. The hearing officer, MAS Harold f, McDonald, found Cruca'ta atarceartty 
Racking. "Thia noldier had Little or no knowledge about the Nihle, he stated that 
@ doen not go to church and can't remember thea lant time when he attended church. 
Me indicated that he wants 4 discharge and will not serve in any status. He sald 


hat he beltves the war tn Vietnam is useless and wants no part of it. Throughout 
the interview he was nervous and constantly looked to his parents for answers to 
questions offered by the undersigned.” The Board is aware that’a person may qualify 
for conscientious objector status even though he does not regularly attend church. 
Rawever, Mad McDonald's remarks in thig regard ave revelant ia determining the 
ineeeity of Grues. 


terviewing Gruca. Chaplain Roger D. M. Harano stated, 
credentials 


gious background does not offer him good 
fous training." 


érsonally in 
t his reli 
Lication on relig 

s evident to the psychiatrist who i 


ts Lack of sincerity ¥@ 
, "I have considerable difficulty acceptin 


¢ 


be After P 
is evident tha 


basing his 4PP 
nterviewed 


g the validity of his 
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Action by the Bo 
DISAPPROVAL ; 


we RD mess 
Ge Dies Ta SNE el wad = 


MEMORANDUM 


The Court will enter an order discharging the rule to show 
cate. The Court wilt alno deny the pet ltton for awe dt oof haber 
COE. 

Yhe atlorieys tor respondent are te submit 4 proposed ouder 
discharging the rule as well as proposed findings of fact and 
conclusions of law with respect to the petition for a writ of 


habeas corpus, etc. 


e/ Nurntta Bhetton Mat thewe 
Vuithet 


December 17, 1969. 


FINDINGS or FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND ORDER 
(fled Jan. 5, 1970) 


This matter having come before the Court on a petition for 


a writ of habeas corpus the rule to show cause having been issued; 


whererypett the Court hacine ronetdered the pet Tt teow. the iments ayvelegin 


in support thereof, the return and answer and exhibits filed there- 
with, and having heard the argument: of counsel, maken the follows 
(ng tindtopa of fact: 

Ll. Petitioner, Stanley L. Gruca, registered with Selective 
Service Board No. 100, Portage County, Ravenna, Ohio on April 14, 
1967. He did not claim to be a conscientious objector at that 
time, and was granted a student deferment of 1 SH. 

>. On March To, 126d, pet ht loner completed a Select ive herview 
current data quent lonatre, fnedfeat Iny he wan no lonyer el ty thte 
Fer a stitent defermant, aml apatn Fatlal te aaocrt any stato ter 


exemption by reason of conscientious objection. 


3. On May 13, 1968, petitioner underwent a physical exam- 


ination and was found acceptable for induction. He was notified 
of thin taet on May 20, LOOK, 

Ae OW dime 20, L8G, pot Ht fone raquealad that bie dre metgopel Leal 
with a fielective Service Farm 150 for the purpose of applying for 
classification as a conscientious objector. 

5. Petitioner completed the Form 150 on July 3, 1968, wherein 


he described the nature of his beliefs as follows: 


The Supreme Being said that all people was to 
be created equal and to love thy neighbor. 
That is my belief. 


He stated that he received the training and acquired the belief 


forming the basis of his claim from his parents and a neighbor. 
He alno anserted that he was not a member of a roligtoun sect 
or organtzation. 

6. Petitioner appeared before Local Board 100 on September 
10, 1968, for a personal interview. He informed the Board that he 
had no religious affiliation, and that his feelings concerning 
violence had developed approximately a year and a half before. The 
only event he could recall which was causally related to his ‘newly 
formed consctentious objection to participation fn war was a con- 
versation with his mother in which she told him that all violence 
was wrong. 

7. On September 11, 1968, petitioner was classified 1 A. 
Thia deciaton waa appealed, and was affirmed by the Selective 
Service Appeal Noard on November 6, 1968. 

8. On February 19, 1969, petitioner was ordered to report 


for induction on March 27, 1969, 


9. On March 27, 1969, petitioner was inducted into the 
United States Army. He received his basic training at Fort Knox, 
Kentucky. 

10. On May 26, 1969, petitioner applied for discharge from 
the Army by reason of conscientious objection pursuant to Army 
Regulation 635-20. 

11. In connection with thtr application, petitioner was 
interviewed by an Army chaplain, a psychiatrist, and an otficer 
knowledgeable in conscientious objector matters. 

12. In his application pursuant to AR 625-20, petitioner 
stated his beliefs as follows: 

1 balfeve {na Supreme Nelng. Tt stated In the 

Htble that all mew are created equal. Thy shall 

not kill. tf ta not right to kill anybody regard 

of race, creed, or color. 
He also stated that he relied on his mother for religious guidance 
and did not belong to any religious sect. 

13. The psychiatrist who examined petitioner stated that he 


had "conatderable diffleulty accepting the validity of his remarka." 


Ma jor McDonald, the officer knowledgeable {n conselenttaus ab jectat 


wagthora, Fapnéted petitiotior to be nervdus at the interview and 


unable to answer questions without assistance from his parents. He 


also noted that petitioner "had little or no knowledge about the 


Bible, he stated that he does not go to church and can't remember 


the last time when he attended church." Major McDonald also atated 
that petitioner was opposad to the Viet Nam war. Ho recommonded that 
the application for discharge be disapproved. ‘The third Interviewing 
officer, Chaplain Harano, noted that petitioner lacked religious 
training, but that "his feelings and convictions seem to be sincere." 
He recommended non-combatant service for petitioner. 

14. Based on these interviews, petitioner's application under 
Army Regulation 635-20, and petitioner's Selective Service appl ica~ 
tion for exemption, the Adjutant General denfed the application for 
discharge by reason of conscientious objection. He found that 
petitioner's claim for discharge was "Based on professed views against 
participation in war prior to induction which are not truly held." 

15. After receiving orders to report to Fort Lewis, Washington, 
for tranater to Viet Nam petitioner flled on November 10, 1969° 4 
petition for a writ of habeas corpus in the United States District 
Court for the Western District of Oklahoma. That petition was dis- 


missed for lack of jurisdiction because the petitioner was then 


accountable to Army Headquarters fa the Dbatt fet of Columbta. 

lo. On November 20, 1969, petitioner tiled the Instant peti- 
tion for a writ of habeas corpus in which he alleged that the Selec- 
tive Service Board had no basis in fact for denying his application 
for exemption from military service by reason of conscientious 
objection. Alternatively, pet Ttfoner alleped that ther dectsfton of 
the Army fn denying bis appl teat ton for dtachsrge pursuant fo Army 
Hoputation G14 2 had me baats In fart awl wae athitvary ard 
capricious. 

17. A rule to show cause was issued to the respondent on 
November 20, 1969, and made returnable on December 5, 1969. On 


December 5, 1909, thls Court heard argument. 


Cone bintonns of law 


l. The decision of the Selective Service Board denying peti- 


tioner classification as a conscientious objector is not subject 


to review by this Court since the petitioner by submitting to in- 
duetfion, serving fn othe Army, and tft tng an applfeatfon for dis- 


charge pursuant to Vimy Regulation 639 20, waiver the aight te 


chattenoe hts clanstttication. Army Reentattion 629-20, 83b. 


9, Alternatively, this Gourt concludes that. the racord hefore 
the Selective Services Hoard contaton a bantna ta tact i) deanry fanp, 
petitioner a classification as a conscientious objector. 


3. The Army denial of petitioner's application for discharge 


under Army Regulation 635-20 was valid and in accordance with Depart- 


ment of Defense Directive 1300.6 and AR 635-20; paragraph 3 b (2). 
4. Inadditton, the application for discharge pursuant to 
Army Regulation 635-20 was properly dented since the record affords 
a bante tn fact tor the finding that pot it tones Ilr not a sincora 
conscientious objector. 
WHEREFORE, it is by the Court this 5 day of January 1970 
ORDERED that the rule to show cause be discharged and the peti- 
tlen fer awrlt of habean corpua be dtamfaned, and {t In 
FURTHER ORDERED that pet [tt fonerts appl feat fon for a ontay of 
his order transterring him to Viet Nam pending appeal fn this matter 
be and the same fs hereby dented, it having been represented’ to the 
Court that he will not be transferred until ten days from the date 
of this order. 


2) Byeidha Shelton Meetheus 


Wibsest: 


UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 


No. 23,840 


STANLEY LAWRENCE GRUCA, 


Appellant, 
ve 
SECRETARY OF THE ARMY, 
Appellee. 


Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia 


REPLY BRIEF FOR APPELLANT 


Joseph Forer 

David Rein 

Forer & Rein 
711 14th St., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005 


MAY 19 1979 


Attorneys for Appellant 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 


No. 23,840 
STANLEY LAWRENCE GRUCA, 
Appellant, 
ve 


SECRETARY OF THE ARMY, 
Appellee. 


Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia 


REPLY BRIEF FOR APPELLANT 
I. The Selective Service Classification. 


A. Waiver. 


The government argues that Gruca waived his right to challenge 


his Selective Service classification because he waited seven. months 
after induction before bringing a habeas corpus action.* This is a 
different ground than those which the trial court assigned to 


support its waiver ruling and the vacuity of which we asserted in 


—————————————— 


Hie are unable to cite pages of the government's brief because 
we have not yet received its printed brief. 


2. 


our principal brief (pp. 12-13). The government's ground, however, 
is no better than the court's. It contradicts the firmly established 


principle that the remedy of habeas corpus is subject to no limit of 


time. Pennsylvania ex rel. Herman v. Claudy, 350 U.S. 116, 123 (1956); 


United States v. Smith, 331 U.S. 469, 475 (1947). Moreover, seven 

months is not a significant delay, especially considering that Gruca 
was a 20-year-old youth stationed far from home and that his applica- 
tion for an administrative discharge was being processed for three of 


those months. 


B. The merits. 

The government recognizes that Gruca made out a prima facie 
case in his claim to the Selective Service System and that therefore 
the System's denial of his claim must be supported by something 
which discredits his sincerity. See our principal brief, p. 16. 
The government adds that since Grucats case "consisted essentially 
of his own representations," "the board needed few facts in the 
record to justify its finding." 

But though a Local Board may need little to justify a finding 
of insincerity, it must, as a matter of reason, at least (a) make 
such a finding and (b) give some rational reason for the finding -- 
including, if relevant, an observation of demeanor. See our 


principal brief, pp- 16-17. The government admits that, "The 
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local board did not expressly find that appellant was insincere." 

And there is nothing to support the government's contention that 

such a finding "may be reasonably inferred." It is irrational to 
speculate that the Board "may well have reasonably inferred" from 
Gruca's inarticulateness that he "was being evasive or uncooperative." 
If that was the Board's analysis, it could easily have said so. 

The government contends that the Board properly relied on Gruca's 
lack of formal religious affiliation because such non-affiliation 
twas probative on the issue of his sincerity." The Local Board, 
however, in no way indicated that the non-affiliation was regarded 
by it as an indicium of insincerity. More important, although 
failure to attend church may indicate insincerity on the part of one 
who claims his pacifist scruples derives from the church, it cannot 
rationally so indicate as to Gruca, who derived his beliefs not from 


a church but from his non-church-going parents. The government's 


reasoning simply evades the rule that the conscientious objection 


exemption may not be denied because of non-affiliation with any 


religious denomination. See our principal brief, p. 15. 


II. The Army Application. 


A. Pre-fixed views. 


The government argues that the Conscientious Objector Review 


Board correctly found that Gruca's views were fixed prior to 
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induction because his claim to the Army was "identical" with 

his claim to the Selective Service System. The government contradicts 
this assertion in the very next breath by quoting from Gruca's Army 
application his statement that after he entered the Service his 
Neonvictions became stronger against killing and war and being in 

the Army." By definition, a "fixed" belief is one which does not 
change, and strengthening is a change. Nor is a strengthened belief 


"identical" with the prior belief. 


The government says that the content of Grucats belief was 


not "new." But under paragraph 3b. of AR 635-20, applicants are 
disqualified not because their views lack a new content, but only 


if their views were "fixed" prior to induction. 


B. The merits. 


The government contends that Major McDonald's report supplies 
evidence of doubtful demeanor, and emphasizes McDonald's statement 
that Gruca looked to his parents during the interview. Neither 
McDonald nor the Board ever stated, however, that this circumstance 
was considered indicative of insincerity. And the fair reading 
of the Review Board's discussion of the McDonald passage is that it 
was impressed only by his remark that Gruca had little or no 
knowledge about the Bible and did not attend church. See our 


principal brief, p- 26 and A. 79. 
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The government contends that Gruca's lack of Biblical knowledge 
and non-attendance at church "are certainly not facts consistent 
with the image that he sought to create of a religious person 
opposed to war on the basis of biblical teachings." 


We have already discussed the fallacy in the government's view 


that Grucats failure to attend church was evidence of insincerity. 


His lack of Biblical knowledge has no greater probative value. If 
Gruca had claimed that he had derived his beliefs from studying the 
Bible, the subject would be relevant. But this was not Gruca's claim. 
According to his application, he derived his beliefs from the command- 
ment thou shalt not kill and Jesus! teaching to love thy neighbor as 
thyself. But this knowledge of those scriptural admonitions came not 
from the Bible but from what his parents taught him. See our principal 
brief, p. 24; A. 60-61. The fact that his parents did not also teach 
him fine points regarding Exodus or Revelations cannot ractonatlty 
impugn the sincerity of Gruca'ts religious conviction against killing. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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PETITION FOR REHEARING AND SUGGESTION FOR REHEARING EN BANC 


Appellant petitions for a rehearing of the decision dated October 23, 
1970, affirming the dismissal of appellant's petition for 4 writ of habeas 
corpus. Appellant also suggests the appropriateness of a rehearing en banc. 

We submit that the decision below is based on erroneous principles, 
resulting in a grave injustice to petitioner and establishing a precedent 


which can produce like untoward results in other conscientious objector cases. 


1. The Action of the Local Board 


The Court holds that the Local Board denied Gruca's application for 


conscientious objector status on 4a finding of insincerity and that there 


is a basis in fact for the finding. The Court recognizes that the Local 


Board did not make an express finding of insincerity, but it "garner[s] 


the basis of the Board's action" (slip op. 12) from the secretary's notes 


of Gruca's Board interview (slip op. 10-11, n.2). 

The interview notes contain certain observations which the Court 
considers relevant to sincerity -- that Gruca's decision was "very recent," 
and was based on a conversation with his mother, before which he meainoe 
given much thought to the subject (slip op. 12). The Court also had "a 
troubling suspicion . . . kindled" by a reference to Gruca's inarticulate- 
ness (slip op. 13). 

We submit that the record does not support the Court's conclusion 
that the Local Board found Gruca insincere. The interview notes on which 
the Court based its conclusion contain references to matters which are 
hot relevant to sincerity and which indicate the very real possibility 
that the Board reached its decision -- made before Welsh v. United States, 
398 U.S. 333 (1970) -- by concluding, on the basis of criteria improper 
under Welsh, that Gruca's professed beliefs did not qualify him for 1-0 
classification. Thus the interview notes report that Gruca "does not have 
any religious affiliation," "has two older brothers who are in the National 
Guard," and "likes to hunt and fish occasionally” (A.42). 

Moreover, the interview notes are not the best source in the record 
from which to garner the Board's reasons. A more authoritative source 
for the Board's reasons is furnished by the entries in the formal "Minutes 
of Action," which are the equivalent of a court's docket. The entries for 


September 10, 1968, the date of the interview, read as follows (A. 27): 


"9-10-68. The registrant appeared before the local board at 
the boards request and according to regulations. The Board 
wished to determine the registrant's request for a Conscientious 
Objector classification. The registrant's reason for request, 
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apparently stemmed from @ conversation with his mother stating 
that all violence was wrong against every living thing, this 
conversation being held approximately e year to a year and a 

half ago. The registrant nor his family attend church and have 
no religious affiliation except a Roman Catholic background of the 
parents. The registrant either could not or would not express his 
views to any degree. The board reopened his classification. 


"9-10-68. 1-A." 


It is apparent that this entry gives at least as much attention to 
impermissible criteria -- failure to attend church, absence of formal 
religious affiliation, Gruca's inability to express himself -- as to 
those matters which the Court considers relevant to sincerity. Yet, if 
the Local Board did not rely on these impermissible matters, it is in- 
possible to understand why it recorded them on its formal docket. 

The probability is that the Board never made a finding one way or 


the other on Gruca's sincerity. Most likely it simply came to an impres- 


sionistic conclusion, based on a melange of permissible and impermissible 


considerations, that Gruca somehow did not qualify. It certainly cannot 
be said with any confidence that Gruca was not disqualified because of 
his inarticulateness or because he was not a church-goer. 

It is settled that where a local board relies on both permissible 
and impermissible considerations, its classification has "no basis in fact" 
and is invalid. See authorities cited in our principal brief, p. 14. The 
Court should have applied this principle to invalidate the Board's 1-A 
classification of Gruca. 

The Court, troubled by the Board's reference to Gruca's inarticulate- 
ness, expresses a fear that, "Unless local board are very careful, however, 
it will develop as @ practical matter that a registrant's sincerity is 


determined by his ability to appear sincere” (slip op. 14-15). The 
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Court nevertheless adds, "All we can do to minimize the injustice involved 
is to bring it to the attention of the local bdards and to emphasize the 
need to consider this, along with all other factors in evaluating a 
registrant's claim" (slip op. 16). 

This course, however, does not minimize the apprehended injustice, 
nor is it all that the Court can do. Admonitions by the Court can be 
effective if addressed to a lower court, but admonitions will never reach, 
much less be heeded by, the thousands of local boards. The way to minimize 
the injustice, therefore, is not by admonition, but by setting aside classi- 
fications for which local boards fail to give explicit, intelligible reasons 
or if the reasons include impermissible ones. This is the principle of 
Sicurella v. United States, 348 U.S. 385, 392 (1955), and of other Circuits. 
See, e.g-., United States v. James, 417 F. 2d 826, 832 (4th Cir. 1969): 
"Where the local board's conclusion may be explainable upon alternate 
grounds, both legally acceptable and unacceptable, the risk is SCOkgreas 
that we would place an imprimatur upon an insupportable basis of decision 


if we were to accept the government's contention." 


2. The Army's Action 


After Gruca was inducted, he applied for discharge under the Army Regu- 


lation which provides for the release of a serviceman who has developed con- 
scientious objection "subsequent to entry into the active military service." 
His application to the Army was fuller and more articulate than atin had 

made to the Selective Service System (see our principal brief, p. 2h) -_ 


a not unnatural result of his exposure to new experiences. The Court, 
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however, "finds it unnecessary to delve into the merits of the Arny 's 
ruling,” holding that the record does not indicate that Gruca's conscientious 
objection developed subsequent to his entry into the military service. 
Slip op. 3, n. 1. 

But if Gruca was not'a conscientious objector before he entered the 
Service, it does not follow that he did not become one after induction. 
The only way to tell whether there was a basis in fact for the Arny 's 
finding that he was not one at the later time is by doing exactly what 
the Court declined to do, "to delve into the merits of the Army's ruling." 
It is incongruous and unfair that Gruca should be denied relief by his 
Local Board on the ground that he was not 4 conscientious objector before 
induction, and refused Court review of his Army claim on the ground that 
his current conscientious objecttoniwas not developed after induction. 

The Court's refusal to review the Army's determination is contrary 
to the record as well as illogical. For the record shows that Gruca's 
beliefs developed and matured after his induction. 

The supposed finding of insincerity made by the Local Board was 


obviously not a finding that Gruca lied. The facts on which the finding 


is based (if there was a finding) were supplied vy Gruca himself. The 


most these facts indicate is not that Gruca deliberately falsified his 
beliefs, but that they derived from such a slim experience (a recent 
conversation with his mother) that the Board could properly find that 
his beliefs were not sufficiently intense and mature to be those of a 
genuine conscientious objector. 


Gruca's application to the Army stated, however, that after he 
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entered the Service, his convictions against killing and war became 
stronger as a result of his confrontation with combat training. As 


Gruca explained: "When I was on the rifle range I knew I was only 


shooting at targets but I always thought about what if it was a person. 


I knew if it was I covkdn't shoot at them. When I took bayonet practice 
it was only training and I knew I could not take another human peinghs 
life. When I took hand-to-hand combat it was violent and affected me 
deeply and I knew that I could never do anything like that.” (Quoted 

in our principal brief, p. 22.). 

As we showed in our principal brief (pp. 24-28), Gruca's Army 
application clearly made out a prima facie case of conscientious objection, 
and there is no factual basis for finding that his claim was insincere. 
The fact that the Local Board found that he was not qualified before 
induction does not negate, but strengthens, Gruca's showing that his 
conscientious scruples matured to the necessary degree after induction. 
Accordingly, the Court should have reviewed and set aside the Army's 


denial of Gruca's application. 


Respectfully submitted, 


Joseph Forer 
David Rein 
Forer & Rein 
430 National Press Building 
Washington, D.C. 20004 
Attorneys for Appellant 


